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Preface 

This report documents the Workshop on Cosmogenic Nuclide 
Production Rates held at the Institute of Geochemistry of The 
University of Vienna, Vienna, Austria, on July 25-26, 1989. The 
workshop was cosponsored by the Lunar and Planetary Institute, 
San Jose State University, and The University of Vienna. The co­
conveners were Dr. Peter A J. Englert of the San Jose State 
University, Dr. Rolf Michel of the Uruversity of Hannover, and 
Dr. Robert C. Reedy of the Los Alamos National Laboratory, with 
technical support headed by Dr. Christian Koeberl of The 
University of Vienna and Ms. Pamela Jones of the Lunar and 
Planetary Institute. 
In 1984 the Workshop on Cosmogenic Nuclides (published as 
Lunar and Planetary Institute Technical Report Number 86-06, 
edited by Robert C. Reedy and Peter Englert, 1986) was held in 
Los Alamos, New Mexico, USA, and demonstrated that this 40­
year-old field of studies of the effects of cosmic-ray bombardment 
of small and large bodies of the solar system is still very active. 
Recent improvements in experimental techniques and theoretical 
understanding, together with new materials being investigated and 
new scientific applications of cosmogenic nuclides, have caused a 
revival of this field of science. However, the large variety of 
applications makes it impossible to deal with all the different 
aspects of the interactions of cosmic rays with matter within a two­
day workshop. Therefore, the present workshop was restricted to 
work involving extraterrestrial materials. 
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The main questions still to be answered by investigating 
cosmogenic nuclides in extraterrestrial matter are those involving 
the spectral distribution, composition, and intensity of solar and 
galactic cosmic rays over timescales of up to 109 years, as well as 
the irradiation histories of small and large bodies of the solar 
system. These questions can only be answered by untangling the 
cosmic-ray record in the irradiated objects. There is really no other 
way to adequately receive information about many aspects of the 
past other than by studying cosmogenic nuclides, and after 40 years 
of investigation the final answers are not yet known. Production 
rates of cosmogenic nuclides are the key quantities for any 
interpretation of the observed abundances of cosmogenic nuclides. 
Therefore, this workshop was dedicated to cosmogenic nuclide 
production rates. 
The original excitement about being able to derive, for 
example, cosmic-ray exposure ages has long been overcome by the 
struggle for the improvement of the cosmogenic-nuclide-based 
dating methods. Many problems are not yet solved. Extensive 
meteorite, terrestrial, and extraterrestrial sample analyses, 
sophisticated simulation experiments, and model calculations are 
employed to refine our understanding of cosmogenic nuclide 
production rates. Subjects of continuing studies are primarily the 
influence of the chemical composition and the effects of shielding 
on the production rates. This workshop surveyed the present status 
of experimental measurements of extraterrestrial samples, of 
terrestrial simulation experiments, of the various theoretical 
models for the interpretation of cosmogenic-nuclide abundances, 
and, last but not least, of the requirements of nuclear data for a 
reliable theoretical interpretation. It provided an opportunity for 
researchers to discuss open questions, to define the future needs of 
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experimental and theoretical work, and to arrange collaborations 
and consortia. 
There were 42 registered participants from 10 countries at the 
Workshop on Cosmogenic Nuclide Production Rates. Two groups 
from Eastern Europe could not attend the workshop but submitted 
written contributions. At the 2-day workshop, there were 18 oral 
presentations, 8 posters, and a panel discussion summarizing and 
closing the workshop. Presentations in the four scientific sessions 
consisted of several invited presentations and contributed papers. 
The contributed papers were roughly divided equally between oral 
and poster presentations. The invited oral presentations focused 
on different aspects of the problem and served as introductions to 
various subjects. The eight posters were an important part of the 
workshop. Poster presenters were given the opportunity to present 
key points in a short (about three minutes with one "visual") oral 
presentation without discussion immediately preceding one of two 
poster sessions. There was ample time to view posters during coffee 
breaks. There were no parallel sessions. 
The presentations were divided into discussion topics. The 
following general topic areas were used: (1) measured cosmogenic 
noble gas and radionuclide production rates in meteorite and 
planetary surface samples, (2) cross-section measurements and 
simulation experiments, and (3) model calculations: interpretation 
of sample studies and simulation experiments. 
During the first day, experimental measurements on 
cosmogenic nuclides in extraterrestrial materials were mainly dealt 
with, while the second day was dedicated to terrestrial simulation 
experiments, measurements and predictions of cross sections, and 
model calculations. In addition to discussions after each talk, there 
was a panel at the end of the workshop. Panel members presented 
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their summaries of the workshop to initiate further discussion by all 
participants. After the panel and general discussion, the 
participants departed by bus for the workshop social event at a 
"Heuriger" (a Viennese wine tavern). 
Information and ideas presented at the workshop will help us 
to obtain more accurate cosmogenic nuclide production rates in 
order to address many questions, such as the possible exposure-age 
differences among petrologic types in the - 8-Ma exposure-age 
peak of the H-chondrites and the problem of unraveling complex 
exposure histories of meteorites and planetary surfaces. The 
workshop's presentations and discussions should help to clarify 
(1) which production rates are considered to be sufficiently well 
studied, (2) which chemistry and shielding correction methods are 
satisfactory, (3) where improvements have to be made, and (4) how 
to proceed in order to solve identified problems. 
We wish to thank all participants of the workshop, especially 
those who agreed to present invited papers and those who 
contributed papers on the workshop's theme and/or participated in 
the discussion at the workshop. They all made the workshop a 
success. We are especially grateful to P. A. J. Englert, U. Herpers, 
K. Nishiizumi, and J. R. Arnold for serving as session chairs and for 
keeping the program on schedule. We also wish to thank J. R. 
Arnold, F. Begemann, P. Eberhardt, G. F. Herzog, and D. Lal for 
serving on the panel and leading the lively discussion at the end of 
the workshop. We want to thank all sponsoring agencies, especially 
the Lunar and Planetary Institute, Houston, USA, and the Institute 
of Geochemistry, The University of Vienna, Austria, for technical, 
logistical, and financial assistance. Very special thanks go to 
C. Koeberl (Institute of Geochemistry, The University of Vienna) 
and P. Jones (Program Services Department, Lunar and Planetary 
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Institute, Houston) for invaluable help with the organization and to . 
their many assistants whose help was crucial in preparing for and 
running the workshop. Thanks also to Joan Shack and others in 
the Publications Services Department of the Lunar and Planetary 
Institute for preparing the abstract volume and this report. 
PeterA. 1. Englert Robert C. Reedy 

San Jose, California Los Alamos, New Mexico 

RolfMichel 

Hannover, Federal Republic of Germany 
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Program 

Tuesday morning. 25 July 1989 
Registration and small welcome party 
SESSION I 

Chainnan: P. A. J. Englert 

Welcome, opening remarks, workshop ground rules 
L. Schultz· 

Production Rates of Noble Gases in Meteorites - A Review 

K. Marti* 
Exposure Ages and Long-Teml Variations of the Cosmic Ray Flux 
Tuesday afternoon, 25 July 1989 
SESSION II 
Chairman: U. Herpers 
K. Nishiizumi·, R. C. Reedy, and J. R. Arnold 
Depth Profiles of Radionuclide Production in Solids with 2 IT Geometry 
S. Vogt* 
Cosmogenic Radionuclide Production Rates in Meteorites 
Brief oral presentations of posters 
R. C. Reedy, K. Nishiizumi, and J. R. Arnold 
Cross Sections for Galactic-Cosmic-Ray-Produced Nuclides 
R. Michel, R. Bodemann, M. Lfipke, U. Herpers, and B. Dittrich 
Thin-Target Cross Sections for the Production of Cosmogenic Nuclides by Charged-Particle­
Induced Reactions 
R. Michel and H. Lange 
Prediction of Thin-Target Cross Sections of Neutron-Induced Reactions up to 200 MeV 
B. Lavielle, H. Sauvageon, and P. Bertin 
Cross Sections of Neon and Krypton Isotopes Produced by Neutrons 
Coffee break/poster session 
G. F. Herzog* 
CompOSition Dependence of Cosmogenic Nuclide Production Rates 
H. Nagai, M. Honda·, M. Imamura, K. Kobayashi, and H. Ohashi 
Cosmogenic Be-JO and AI-26 in Metal and Stone Phases of Meteorites 
*Denotes speaker 
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J. E. Keith·, H. R. Heydegger, and K. E. Kavana 
Saturated 26AI in Stony Meteorites . 
D.Lal· 
Cosmogenic Nuclide Production in Extraterrestrial Objects 
Wednesday morning. 26 July 1989 
SESSION III 
Chairman: K. Nishiizumi 
B. Lavielle· 
Status of Charged Particle and Neutron Induced Nuclear Reactions Leading to Stable and 
Radioactive Isotopes 
B. Dittrich·, U. Herpers, R. Bodemann, M. Lfipke, R. Miche~ H. J. Hofmann, and W. W6lfli 
Cross Sections for Long-Lived Radionuclides from High Energetic Charged-Particle-Induced 
Reactions 
H. Sauvageon· 
A New Semi-Empirical Fonnula for Spallation and Fragmentation Reactions Induced by 
High Energy Protons 
Brief oral presentations of posters 
P. Dragovitsch, P. Cloth, G. Dagge, D. Filges, and R. Michel 
Applications of the Hennes Code System in Meteoritics 
M. Divadeenam, T. A. Gabriel, O. W. Lazareth, M. S. Spergel, and T. E. Ward 
(presented by R. C. Reedy) 
INC Model Calculation of Cosmogenic Nuclide Production in Stony Meteorites 
G. Dagge, P. Cloth, P. Dragovitsch, D. Filges, and J. Brfickner 
Studies of the Cosmic Ray Induced -Y-Emission at Planetary Surfaces Using Monte-Carlo 
Techniques in Respect of the Mars Observer Mission 
R. C. Reedy and P. A. J. Englert 
Production Rates of Cosmogenic Planetary Gamma Rays 
Coffee break/poster session 
P. A. J. Englert· 
Simulation Experiments for Cosmogenic Nuclide Production Rates 
P. Dragovitsch* and the Cologne Collaboration 
Simulation ofthe GCR Irradiation ofMeteoroids: Unification ofExperimental and 
Theoretical Approaches 
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Wednesday afternoon, 16 July 1989 
SESSION IV 
Chairman: J. R. Arnold 
T. Grat-', H. Baur, and P. Signer 
A Model for the Production of Cosmogenic Nuclides in Oaondrites 
R. C. Reedy· 
Cosmogenic-Nuclide Production Rates Calculated Using Particle Fluxes and Cross Sections 
R. Michel·, P. Dragovitsch, G. Dagge, P. Cloth, and D. Filges 
Monte Carlo Model/ing of the Production of Cosmogenic Nucluus in Extraterrestrial Matter by 
Galactic Cosmic Ray Particles 
Coffee break/poster session 
B. Zanda· 
Study ofHigh Energy Particle Propagation Inside Solid Matter and Derivation of Cosmogenic Nuclide 
Production Rates in Iron Meteorites 
N. Bhandari· 
Isotope Production in Chondrites by Cosmic Rays: Experimental Depth Profiles and 
Model Calculations 
Panel discussion (J. R. Arnold, F. Begemann, P. Eberhardt, G. F. Herzog, and D. LaI) 
and general discussion 
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Workshop Summary 
The Workshop on Cosmogenic Nuclide Production 
Rates was well focused, with the various aspects of 
research leading to production rates well covered. In 
keeping with the workshop's focus, not much was said 
about specific applications. A new review paper by S. 
Vogt, G. F. Herzog, and R. C. Reedy (Rev. Geophys., in 
press) briefly surveys cosmogenic nuclide production 
rates but concentrates on many applications of 
cosmogenic nuclides, including several types of unusual 
samples such as cosmic spherules and meteoritic grains 
irradiated -4.6 Ga ago. 
Very little was said about the related areas of tracks 
and thermoluminescence (TL), which are also produced 
by cosmic rays. While TL was mentioned as possibly 
providing information about radiation effects, the 
interpretation of most TL data has not been very 
quantitative. It was agreed that measurements of the 
tracks made by heavy cosmic-ray nuclei are valuable in 
unfolding exposure histories and should be done on 
many of the samples used for cosmogenic-nuclide 
studies. However, it was also noted that very few 
researchers now measure cosmic-ray tracks and that 
there is a need for more researchers to measure them in 
conjunction with cosmogenic nuclides. 
There were no major "breakthroughs" or revolu­
tionary new ideas presented on production rates, as 
might be expected for a mature area of research. Much 
good work was reported that has resulted in improving 
production rates. The production rates for spallogenic 
nuclides in the Moon were felt to be in fairly good 
shape. Most of the work has concentrated on stony 
meteorites, mainly ordinary chondrites. One workshop 
participant noted that "meteorites are complicated 
things" that need to be studied with a "variety of tools," 
one of those "tools" being cosmogenic nuclides. 
Relatively little work has been done on iron and stony­
iron meteorites, which tend to have been overlooked 
during the last few decades. 
Many of the comments made during the workshop 
are given below under specific research topics. There 
was a consensus that the agreement between predicted 
production rates and measurements has been fairly 
good and the quality of production rates is improving. 
However, it was agreed that there is much to do to get 
production rates that are good enough to address many 
problems that are not now satisfactorily being answered. 
Some workshop participants commented that 
production rates should be less concerned with fitting 
old data and more with making predictions for new 
meteorites under investigation. Others noted that most 
models are flexible enough that they can predict 
(although sometimes not very well) many new cases. 
Several participants pointed out the need to plan ahead, 
both for new types of samples (such as samples returned 
from Mars and volatile-rich comets) and for other 
cosmogenic effects (such as gamma rays and neutrons 
that escape from planetary surfaces). To stimulate 
discussion one participant wondered, if production rates 
could be predicted to within a few percent, what 
meteoriticists would do with them. However, the many 
problems mentioned during the workshop, some 
presented in the next few paragraphs, make it clear that 
there is much that could be done with improved 
production rates, especially high-quality ones. 
High among the general problem area.", mentioned at 
the workshop was the need for better shielding 
corrections that can account for the size and shape of 
the target object and for the sample's location in that 
object. There is a need to identify the strengths and 
weaknesses of the presently used shielding corrections 
and to determine where their applications are limited, 
such as low 22Nej21Ne ratios. New shielding indicators 
are needed for a few cases, such as 78Kr j83Kr for some 
achondrites . Additional methods to acquire exposure 
ages that are inde~endent of shielding effects (such as 
possibly 10Be;2 Ne ratios) are needed . Several 
participants wondered if commonly accepted 
approaches, such as 81 Kr jKI ages, are more limited 
than generally accepted. 
The quality of some of the data used in cosmogenic­
nuclide studies was questioned. For example, it is 
realized that cross sections measured decades ago could 
be wrong, either because of experimental deficiencies or 
poor cross sections for the reactions used to monitor the 
incident beam. The incorrect atmospheric neon 
composition used prior to 1965 needs to be considered 
in using older neon measurements. Other participants 
mentioned doubts about the quality of older 
measurements of cosmogenic nuclides. Another 
question involving experimental measurements is 
whether weathering has affected the concentrations of 
certain cosmogenic nuclides in meteorite finds. Some 
participants felt that only fresh falls should be 
considered for problems requiring high -quality 
measurements of meteorites. 
Some specific problem areas still persist in the field 
of cosmogenic nuclides. For example, it has not been 
resolved why there are high production rates inferred 
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using the 26Al activities in meteorites with short 
exposure ages. Work is needed on unfolding the results 
for meteorites with short exposure ages. Another old 
question concerns variations in the fluxes of galactic­
cosmic-ray (GCR) particles in the past, including 
chan~es during the last few million years, during the last 
-10 -109 years, and -4.6 Ga ago. An important 
problem is determining the fraction of stony meteorites 
with complex exposure histories, which is important in 
determining their origins. 
A few new problems have arisen. One that created 
some discussion but no resolution during the workshop 
is whether the matrix of a meteorite (e.g., stone vs. iron) 
affects the flux and spectral distribution of secondary 
cosmic-ray particles, especially neutrons. Some results 
implied large matrix effects; others indicated small or no 
effects. More measurements and some theoretical 
calculations (such as with Monte Carlo codes) are 
needed before this question can be well answered. 
EXPERIMENTAL DATA ON 

COSMOGENIC NUCLIDES 

Several presentations described the state of 
knowledge about the measured data for stable and 
radioactive cosmogenic nuclides in meteorites and lunar 
surface samples. There now exists a large body of data 
that is easily accessible thanks to two recent 
compilations for meteoritic measurements of the 
radionuclides lOBe, 26AI, 36CI, and 53Mn by K. 
Nishiizumi (NucI. Tracks Radiat. Me as., 13, 209-273, 
1987) and the light noble gases (He, Ne, and Ar) by L. 
Schultz and H. Kruse (Meteoritics, 24, 155-172, 1989). It 
would be very good to continue these collections and to 
publish updates in order to keep track of new 
measurements. 
For the cosmogenic-nuclide data there exist 
differences in quality or scientific value. For many 
meteorites and lunar samples there now exist detailed 
depth profiles, which are valuable experimental 
descriptions of the depth and size dependence of 
production rates. However, a few of these "test" cases 
are poor ones, such as using the core measurements 
from St. Severin to test models that assume spherical 
geometries. Work is being done now on detailed studies 
of small meteorites (such as Salem). Several workshop 
participants noted the need for good depth-vs.­
concentration profiles in meteorites with large 
preatmospheric sizes (i.e., radii greater than 50 cm). 
Many "same sample measurements," which allow for 
good comparisons of production ratios, are now 
available for cosmogenic nuclides. Accelerator mass 
spectrometry has made it easy to perform measure­
ments of many long-lived radionuclides in small 
aliquots. Some new cosmogenic nuclides are being 
measured, such as 1291 and 41Ca, that have half-lives or 
production mechanisms different from those of the 
nuclides typically measured. As many cosmogenic 
nuclides as possible should be measured on several 
samples. There is also an increasing number of 
measurements for rare meteorite classes, often due to 
their availability from the Antarctic meteorite 
collections. These analyses will improve our knowledge 
about the influence of the target chemistry on the 
production rates. For many samples there is a need to 
measure the abundances of the target elements, 
especially for minor and more variable elements (such 
as those from which Kr isotopes are made). 
Recent measurements have enlarged the number of 
cosmogenic mlClides for which solar-cosmic-ray (SCR) 
effects have been established in lunar samples or have 
improved the quality of such measurements. The 
existence of SCR-produced nuclides in small meteorites 
is now well established. A lack of cross sections, which 
often hampers the interpretation of these SCR effects, 
should soon be overcome. The SCR isotopes will then 
allow us to study more long-term fluxes and spectral 
distributions of SCR particles and to resolve still existing 
discrepancies. 
We now realize that "mean production rates" are 
often of limited value when interpreting cosmogenic­
nuclide data, because they mix depth- and size-effects in 
a manner that is biased by the random collection of 
meteoritic debris. However, such results, especially 
those with some simple shielding corrections like the 
noble-gas results recently reported by o. Eugster 
(Geochim. Cosmochim. Acta, 52, 1649-1662, 1988), are 
good starting points. The empirical data and semi­
empirical models have not provided criteria to 
sufficiently unravel shielding and chemistry effects on 
cosmic-ray production rates. We need effective solutions 
to the following critical problems: (1) how to derive 
precise exposure ages for normal meteorites (i.e., those 
those with simple exposure histories); (2) how to 
distinguish "normal" from "interesting" meteorites (such 
as those with complex exposure histories); and (3) how 
to determine the exposure geometries and times for the 
different stages in meteorites with complex histories. 
CROSS SECTIONS 
Reliable thin-target excitation functions for the 
relevant nuclear reactions are a sine qua non for any 
physical model of the production of cosmogenic 
nuclides. As far as primary cosmic-ray particles are 
concerned, protons and 4He nuclei have to be con­
sidered, while neutrons are the dominating secondary 
particles. Reactions of other particles, such as pions, 
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may contribute, but from the present state of the art in 
modeling the production of cosmogenic nuclides they 
are usually neglected. Even for proton-, neutron-, and 
4He-induced reactions the existing experimental 
databases are neither comprehensive nor reliable. While 
many cross sections exist for proton-induced reactions, 
cross sections for reactions induced by 4He and by high­
energy (E > 14 MeV) neutrons are scarce. Moreover, 
most of the existing cross sections are not for relevant 
cosmogenic nuclides. 
In several workshop contributions, the present 
unsatisfactory status for the desired cross sections was 
described, and the more urgent needs for data were 
outlined. Reports were given about experimental 
studies and theoretical predictions by which the 
situation might be improved in the future. It was 
estimated that several hundred excitation functions are 
needed for reactions producing cosmogenic nuclides. 
As the range of incident particles and their energies and 
of product nuclei is large, several teams should do the 
measurements. Occasional overlap of measurements 
would serve as a check of the quality of the measured 
cross sections. In reporting measured cross sections, the 
cross sections used to monitor the irradiation should be 
given. There is a serious need for strong, well-char­
acterized sources of energetic neutrons. A compilation 
of existing cross sections, especially for cosmogenic 
nuclides, would be very useful. 
SIMULATION EXPERIMENTS 
Surveys were given on recent simulation experiments, 
including irradiations of both stationary and moving 
thick targets. Stationary targets are useful to study the 
interactions of GCR particles with planetary surfaces, 
provided that the targets are large enough to keep 
secondaries inside. In this case they can give valuable 
information about the production of secondary particles, 
cosmogenic nuclides, and gamma rays. The latter will 
be of interest for the Mars Observer mission. 
Stationary thick-target experiments poorly simulate 
the GCR irradiation of meteoroids, especially small 
ones. This problem can be overcome by bombardments 
of moving targets by which the isotropic GCR 
irradiation is well simulated. The particle leakage in 
these isotropically-irradiated artificial "meteoroids" 
matches that under cosmic irradiation conditions. Such 
experiments have been performed during the last few 
years. They demonstrated the importance of secondary 
neutrons for the production of cosmogenic nuclides, 
especially in relatively small objects. 
Considerable progress has been made by simulation 
experiments. However, a complete simulation cannot be 
achieved because irradiation experiments with a 
continuous spectrum of bombarding particles that 
matches that of primary GCR particles are not possible. 
The multiplicities for secondary particle production 
strongly depends on the energies of the primary 
particles. Consequently the production rates measured 
in simulation experiments clearly cannot be directly 
compared with those observed in extraterrestrial matter. 
Simulation exveriments provide excellent benchmarks 
with which to test calculational models because 
irradiation conditions are fully controlled. 
Thick-target irradiations are elaborate undertakings, 
and there is a need to carefully select the irradiating 
conditions and the products measured. Several research 
teams should be involved to maximize the return from 
such irradiations. The secondary particle fields in such 
targets, especially fast and slow neutrons, should be 
measured. Eventually simulations could be done by 
deploying and later retrieving a synthetic meteoroid in 
space. 
MODEL CALCULATIONS 
For SCR interactions a number of models exist that 
adequately describe the production of cosmogenic 
nuclides in cosmic dust, meteoroids, and on the lunar 
surface. These models are based on physically 
straightforward calculations of the depth-dependent 
spectra of solar protons and alpha particles and on the 
evaluation of the response integrals using thin-target 
excitation functions. The quality and reliability of these 
model calculations depend very much on the availability 
of thin-target excitation functions for energies up to 
-200 MeV jnucleon. 
For the interaction of GCR particles with matter, the 
situation is much more complicated. Due to the higher 
energies of GCR particles, secondary particle fields 
become important in all but the very smallest targets. 
The spectral distributions and intensities of these 
particles depend strongly on the size of and depth inside 
the irradiated object and on its chemical composition. 
Spectral variations in the primary radiation could also 
influence the secondary particle fields. 
The existing models describing GCR interactions 
with extraterrestrial matter can be categorized as semi­
empirical, parametric, or physical ones. In semi­
empirical models, production rates are calculated by 
folding empirically derived depth- and size-dependent 
"GCR nucleon spectra" with thin-target excitation 
functions. A feature of these models is that the depth 
and size dependences of GCR nucleon fluxes are usually 
described by only a few depth- and size-dependent 
parameters, such as a normalization constant and a 
spectral hardness parameter. These models usually do 
not explicitly distinguish among different particle types. 
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Some semi-empirical models are poor for small 
meteoroids because there is not a smooth transition of 
the "nucleon" spectra to the free-space GCR spectra. 
In another type of semi-empirical mode~ production 
rates are derived by empirical formulas based on 
spallation systematics, taking the mass difference 
between target material and product nuclide as the key 
characterizing quantity. Production rates are calculated 
using two parameters, one normalizing the production 
rates to a "reference production rate" and the other a 
shielding factor, which, however, is not yet related 
quantitatively to the physical depth of a sample in or to 
the size of the irradiated body. 
In the parametric models, the depth and size 
dependence of production rates are derived by assuming 
altenuation lengths for the various reacting nuclear 
fields and by fitting the proposed functions to observed 
depth profiles afterward. These models are capable of 
reproducing the shapes of measured production depth 
profiles in meteorites. However, the parameters used 
cannot be interpreted physically, and extrapolations to 
very different meteoroid sizes should be used with 
caution. 
Physical models are those approaches that try to 
calculate production rates by basic physical principles 
and from nuclear quantities. In such models the 
complex phenomena in the intra- and internuclear 
cascades are calculated, in particular production and 
transport of secondary particles. The production rates of 
cosmogenic nuclides are derived either directly by 
Monte Carlo calculations or indirectly by integrating 
over energy the product of the calculated depth- and 
size-dependent fluxes of the different nuclear active 
particles and thin-target cross sections of the contrib­
uting nuclear reactions. 
The direct calculation of residual-nuclide distri­
butions by intranuclear-cascade-evaporation (INCE) 
models has some disadvantages, however. It is 
extremely time consuming and practically impossible to 
calculate a large number of cosmogenic nuclides in one 
Monte Carlo run. Even worse, the accuracy of this 
method is not adequate because these codes at present 
only consider an initial phase of fast interactions 
dominated by nucleon-nucleon interactions and a 
second evaporation phase modeled with a statistical 
model of nuclear reactions, thereby neglecting both pre­
equilibrium reactions and other formation processes 
such as fragmentation. Such direct calculations of 
residual nuclei are often very poor for isomers, such as 
O.7-Ma 26AI. 
A more promising application of INCE models and 
Monte Carlo techniques for the modeling of cosmogenic 
nuclides in extraterrestrial matter is to calculate the 
depth- and size-dependent spectra of primary and 
secondary GCR particles and then to combine them 
with thin-target cross sections of the respective nuclear 
reactions. This method has been successfully used to 
describe the production rates observed in terrestrial 
simulation experiments and is now being applied to 
production-rate calculations for lunar and meteoroidal 
irradiation conditions. Calculations presented for lunar 
surface conditions demonstrated that the high-energy 
Monte Carlo calculations are extendible to low-energy 
neutron fields and that the results describe well the 
measurements made in the Lunar Neutron Probe 
Experiment. 
Another physical approach makes use of INCE 
calculations with respect to the emission spectra of 
secondary neutrons and protons from the target nuclei. 
Depth- and size-dependent spectra of primary and 
secondary GCR particles are then calculated by solving 
numerically the transport equation, starting from 
primary GCR proton spectra and the emission spectra 
of secondary particles. This method up to now has only 
been applied to high-energy products in iron meteorites 
but presently is being extended to stony meteoroids and 
low-energy products. 
More of the model calculations should be tested with 
the depth-vs.-concentration profiles measured in 
meteorites such as Knyahinya. How well the 
calculations reproduce the general trends reported in 
systematic studies of many meteorites should also be 
examined. Extending the range of meteorite sizes used 
in such comparisons is needed, especially for very small 
and very large objects. 
PLANETARY GAMMA RAYS 
The same physical processes produce both gamma 
rays and cosmogenic nuclides. Production rates of 
gamma rays are needed for the interpretation of spectra 
from remote-sensing missions such as the planned Mars 
Observer and Lunar Observer missions. The description 
of gamma-ray production rates also needs a good 
modeling of the interaction of cosmic rays with 
planetary or asteroidal surfaces. As with cosmogenic­
nuclide production, both model calculations and 
simulation experiments are needed. Two contributions 
presented the current status and fust results of model 
calculations. 
PANEL DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION 
The panel discussion helped to bring all aspects of 
work on cosmogenic nuclide production rates into focus. 
There were some disagreements, reflecting the 
widespread interests of the participants and the diversity 
of open problems, as well as the different opinions 
about the most promising ways to obtain improved 
production rates. General agreement existed on the 
importance of the quality (accuracy and precision) of 
the experimental data (especially of cross sections and 
extraterrestrial sample measurements), on the necessity 
of having same sample measurements for as many 
cosmogenic nuclides as possible, and on the need to 
derive reliable models for the description of the depth, 
size, and composition dependence of production rates. 
Consortia studies can help to achieve the first two 
needs, in particular if good methods of interlaboratory 
comparisons and exchanges of standard materials are 
practiced. Large integrated experiments with many 
research teams working together will speed the 
achievement of these goals. 
On the subject of model improvements, opinions 
ranged from requests for further and more sophisticated 
thick-target simulation experiments to large research 
programs to measure needed thin-target cross sections. 
Intense discussion made it clear that the best improve­
ments of modeling can only be achieved if both aspects 
are considered. There is a need for further simulation 
Technical Repon 90-05 15 
experiments because they provide the only means to test 
calculational methods under controlled conditions, while 
measured cross sections provide the physical basis for 
many models. 
Arguments from a more practical point of view called 
for simple relationships to describe the complex 
processes of cosmogenic-nuclide production. Some 
doubted whether such simple concepts can successfully 
describe the various and complex dependencies of 
production rates. Consensus was found in stating that 
models should be ·user friendly" and flexible so that an 
experimentalist can work with them in interpreting his 
cosmogenic nuclide measurements. The main purpose 
of modeling is to extract from the experimental data the 
answers to the major questions in extraterrestrial 
studies: the history of the cosmic radiation and the 
exposure histories of irradiated solar-system bodies. 
More systematic measurements, improved simulation 
experiments, cross-section measurements, and advanced 
model calculations should soon give us a better 
understanding of cosmogenic nuclide production rates 
for use in such studies. 
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ISOTOPE PRODUCTION BY SOLAR AND GALACTIC COSMIC RAYS: 
EXPERIMENTAL DEPTII PROFILES AND MODEL CALCULATIONS; N.Bhandari, 
Physical Research Laboratory, Navrangpura, Ahmedabad, India. 
The production rates of cosmogenic nuclides in lunar samples and meteorites are directly 
related to the energy spectra of solar (SCR) and galactic (GCR) cosmic rays. Induced activity of 
radionuclides of different half lives have been used to monitor their fluxes in the past However, 
due to complicated exposure history and fragmentation of lunar rocks and meteorites and the 
difficulty in calculating the production profiles in rocks of different shape and size, there has been 
considerable debate about the fluxes of SCR and GCR and their variation with time. Here we 
describe the results of our study on some lunar samples and meteorites made to obtain their 
fluxes and production functions of different nuclides. 
1.S01ar Cosmic Rays: It has been shown from measurements of track density profiles, p(x), that 
micrometeorite erosion is an imponant process on the lunar surface and fragmentation of rocks 
occur over time periods of a few million years.For detennining SCR fluxes we have, therefore, 
selected rocks having simple exposure history determined by a plateau in p(x)/p(x) and counted 
only surface areas having well preserved microcraters (1,2). Detennination of exposure age, 
right on the surface of the moon, is vital for estimating the degree of saturation of radionuclides 
and for this purpose we have used the sun-tan or plateau ages based on track density profiles. 
The rare gas ages usually include burial exposure, thus being too high to be used for exposure to 
solar flares, and lead to erroneous results.The surface radioactivity of 26Al in six Apollo 16 and 
17 lunar rocks so selected was measured by a non destructive ~+ -y coincidence counting 
technique which enables measurement in a thin surface layer (90 mglcm2 ) without resoning to 
its mechanical separation. In rock 61016, a detailed depth profile was also obtained by 
radiochemical separation of aluminium from different depths and counting 26Al on a low 
background P-y coincidence detector.The observed 26Al profile is shown in fig.1 (1-3). 
Calculation of isotope profile due to SCR is straight forward because of negligible secondary 
nucleon production. After taking correct erosion rate (e) and the zenith angle (8) of exposure, as 
indicated in Fig. 1, it was found that the profile of 26Al in rock 61016 matches SCR spectrum 
with Js (>10 MeY) =125 p/cm2 sec. and rigidity Ro=125 MY. Slightly different combinations of 
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Fig. 1. The measured 26Al activity in rock 61016 as a function of depth (1-3). The thick curves 
show production profiles expected for SCR and GCR parameters as indicated.A good fit is 
obtained with SCR (Js= 125,Ro=125). The observed activity is higher than that calculated from 
SCR parameters given by Kohl et a1. (4), lower curve. 
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Fig. 2. Ratio Q(t) of the observed 26AI activity in various lunar rock surfaces to that expected 
from the SCR parameters (Js,Ro ==125,125), as a function of time .The deviation of Q from unity 
is small which rules out significant changes in the solar flare fluxes in the past few million years. 
Is and Ro would also fit the data.The activity near the surface «lcm) indicated slightly higher 
Is (10%). The observed activity in the six rocks having surface exposure ages ranging between 
0.5 and 5 Ma are compared with the calculated activity with this flux in Fig. 2 . It appears that 
the average solar flare proton flux has been constant.This conclusion (1) based on the study of a 
single radioisotope (26AI), in the very surface regions of the rocks, has certain advantages since 
uncertainties in absolute values of flux, spectral shape, excitation function or sampling thickness 
are eliminated. There is a tendency in Fig. 2 for a small decrease in flux towards the present but 
more measurements are required on short exposure age rocks or shorter lived radionuclides to 
confirm this trend. 
There has been a considerable debate over SCR fluxes over the past 1Q6_1Q7years. Estimates 
as low as Is=70 p/cm2 sec. have been obtained (4) but these have now been revised to 145 
p/cm2 sec. (5,6), in close agreement with the flux value given by us earlier (2,3). However, 
there is still some discussion of the value of Ro ' whose estimates range between 85-125 MY. It 
is possible that this can be resolved by use of proper exposure ages and excitation functions. 
From our measurements it has been concluded that the average flux of SCR has been 125 
p/cm2 sec. and this has been nearly constant over the past few million years (1). 
2.Galactic Cosmic rays: Calculation of production rates of nuclides by GCR is complicated 
because of secondary nucleon production which depends on the size of the meteoroid and depth 
within it. It has been shown (7) that the production rate of some spallation products varies by 
nearly a factor of 2 in chondrites of different size and with depth. Reasonably precise 
measurements of radionuclides are being made now using high resolution gamma ray counting 
and accelerator mass spectrometry but there remains large uncertainty in predicting the production 
rates.Since deviation of the observed activity from the expected levels, based on the present GCR 
flux, could give information on (i) time variation in GCR flux (ii) spatial variation of GCR 
intensity in the orbital space of the meteoroid (iii) modulation of GCR by sun spot and other solar 
activity cycles or (iv) complex exposure and fragmentation history of the meteoroid, it is 
important to predict the production profiles of different cosmogenic isotopes in meteorites. 
To obtain production rates we have used an experimental approach that the observed profile in 
a meteorite with simple (single stage) exposure history gives the production profile (1,7). We, 
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therefore, fIrst select chondrites, on the basis of a combined study of track density profiles and 
neon isoptopes, which have simple exposure history and detennine their preatmospheric size, 
shape and the exposure age Tx. The observed activity profUes of some chosen radioisotope in 
such meteorites, together with its excitation function can yield "effective" energy spectra of 
nucleons as a function of depth in meteoroid of a given size, as is done in the Reedy-Arnold 
model for the moon (8). This spectra, together with the excitation function for any isotope, can 
define its production function. Such an approach has some limitations but, as we shall see, can 
make reasonably good predictions in case of some isotopes and isotope pairs. 
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Fig.3 Track production rate vs NeR correlation diagram for meteoroids with different radii, 
following (13). Experimental data points for the seven meteorites discussed in the text are shown 
(7,9-11 and references their in ). 
Two criteria have been developed to identify chondrites with simple exposure history (9) . 
The first one is based on the correspondence between track production profile (TPM=p(x)!fx) 
and spallation 22Ne;21 Ne (NeR), both of which have been extensively used as shielding 
parameters. Since the YH nuclei, which give rise to tracks, and protons, which are responsible 
for production of neon isotopes, have widely different attenuation lengths, a good correlation 
between them ensures constant geometry of exposure and exists only for meteorites with simple 
exposure history. In Fig. 3 the calculated correlation for TPM and NeR is shown for meteoroids 
of diffrent radii (9). It can be seen that for the selected seven meteorites: Madhipura (L), 
Udaipur(H), Bansur (L5) , St. Severin (LL), Keyes(L6), Knyahinya (L5) and Dhajala (H3/4), 
there is a good agreement between the observations (7,9-11) and calculations. The track 
production rate (p) in surface samples allowed their ablation and hence the effective pre­
atmospheric radii (RE) to be determined to be 6.5, 9, 15, 20, 30, 45,and about 50 cm 
respectively. Small deviations in the slope of the profile may be due to non-spherical shape of the 
meteoroid assumed in the calculations. The other criterian is based on concordance of 26Al_21 Ne 
exposure age with 53Mn_21 Ne exposure age. Instead of calculating the exposure age from each 
pair of isotopes, which requires prior knowlege of their absolute production rates, we prefer to 
present this correlation between 21 Ne/26Al and 21 Ne/53 Mn in conventional units of 
measurement (21Ne in 10-8 cc STP/g., 26AI in dpm/kg meteorite and 53Mn in d~m/kg Fe) . 
Three curves have been calculated (Fig. 4 ) using production ratio of 21 Ne: 26 AI: 5 Mn= 0.31: 
60: 415 (21Ne in 10-8 cc STP/g.Ma, 26AI in atoms/min.kg meteorite and 53Mn in atoms Imino 
kg Fe) in L chondrites. Curve 1 is for constant GCR flux (JG=1.7 p/cm2.sec.41t sterad.) ; 
curve 2 assumes that the flux during the past 2 Ma has been 2 times the previous flux and curve 3 
assumes that the flux during the past 2 Ma has been half of the previous flux. Meteorites with 
complex exposure history lie off curve 1, generally in the region below it , because the net 
consequence of fragmantation is to increase the secondary nucleon flux within the meteoroid 
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(9). The data points from the seven meteorites, inferred to have simple exposure history from 
Fig 3 , fall close to curve 1, confmning their single stage exposure to GCR and ruling out any 
variation in GCR flux during the~ast 1 -10 Ma as has been proposed sometimes (12). 
Depth profiles of 26 Al or 5 Mn have been measured in these seven meteorites (7,9-11 and 
references there in), which provide a simple way of understanding depth and size dependence of 
the production function. Some systematics emerge from these profiles: 
(i) The isotope depth profiles in small (RE<15 cm) meteorites is nearly flat. 

(ii) The isotope production rate increases with depth for meteorites (15<RE<30 cm). 

(iii)The production rate near the centre of the meteorite increases with size for chondrites 

(6<RE<3Ocm) as shown in Fig. 5. 

(iv) For larger meteorites(RE>30 em), the production rate slowly decreases with size and depth 

of>20cm. 
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Fig. 4. 21 Ne/26Al vs 21 Ne/53 Mn correlation diagram for L chondrites.Curve 1 is for constant 
GCR flux and curves 2 and 3 for a change in GCR intensity during the past 2 Ma by a factor of 2 
and 0.5 respectively (9). The data points for the seven meteorites (7,9-11 ) discussed in the text 
are shown which agree with constant GCR flux.The units used are described in the text.Curve 1 
for H chondrites is also shown for illustrating the extent of dependence on target element 
composition. 
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We use the depth profile of 26Al or 53Mn in these meteorites with our model (1) to obtain 
the spectral shape parameter a of nucleons within meteoroids of different sizes.Better depth 
profiles from meteorites and excitation functions have enabled us to improve the estimation of a 
compared to the values given earlier (1,13), which are shown in Fig. 6. The prediction of this 
model agrees within 30% for all the 20 radioisotopes studied in Torino meteorite (14) and in 
many cases the agreement is better than 10%. 
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Fig 6.The depth profile of the spectral hardness parameter of nucleons, a, in meteoroids of 
different radii. 
From the above discussion we conclude that the average GCR flux has remained nearly 
the same over the past 10 Ma and our approach of predicting isotope production rates in 
meteorites works well in case of several isotopes . Specifically it correctly predicts the observed 
NeR (Fig.3) and ratios of several isotope pairs (eg. Fig. 4) . The disagreement in many cases 
eg.52Mn,54Mn,48y etc. is high (-30%) and requires better models, involving more rigorous 
approach (15 ). 
We thank Mr M.S.Patel for help in computer programming and Mr KM.Suthar for 
assistance.We are grateful to NASA for providing us the lunar samples for this study. 
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STUDIES OF THE COSMIC RAY INDUCED ,-EMISSION AT PLANETARY SUR­
FACES USING MONTE-CARLO TECHNIQUES IN RESPECT OF THE MARS OBSER­
VER MISSION; G. Dagge, P. Cloth, P. Dragovitsch, D. Filges, KfA Julich,Institut fur Kern­
physik, POB 1913, D-5170 Julich, F. R. Germany, and J. Bruckner, Max-Planck-Institut fUr 
Chemie, Abteilung Kosmochemie, Saarstrafie 23, D-6500 Mainz, F. R. Germany 
Introduction. Recent calculations on cosmogenic nuclide production in lunar or planetary 
surfaces were based on modeled fluxes of cosmic particles as a function of depth. The 
validity of these models, being dependent on the incident GCR spectrum and on the chemical 
composition of the surface, is not always obvious. A more general treatment is presented 
here. In particular, a method for calculating the ,-albedo of planetary surfaces is developed 
which is of special interest in regard to the Mars-Observer Mission. Before applying this 
method to Mars it was tested for a lunar surface, where comparisons with experimental data 
can be performed. 
Calculational procedure. The HERMES code system (1) is the basis of the calculations. 
It consists of four modules HETC/KFA-2, NDEM, EGs4 and MORSE-CG along with several 
auxiliary codes for data analysis. The system is mainly applied for shower calculations 
of calorimeters and is described in detail by Ref. (2). The basic input data required for 
the presented method are differential particle-particle cross sections for HETC /KFA-2 and 
cross section libraries for the coupled n-, tansport calculations in MORSE-CG. Using analog 
Monte-Carlo methods, the primary and secondary particle fluxes as a function of depth 
and energy are calculated dependent on the source spectrum, material and geometry of the 
problem. These results can be folded with any available reaction cross section to obtain the 
production rates of interest. 
The 27r-irradiation of an infinite disk gives a quite good simulation of the GCR­
irradiated lunar surface for low orbiting heights and is an excellent approximation for Mars 
because of the attenuating effect of its atmosphere. The incident GCR spectrum used in the 
HETC-calculations was taken as the average energy distribution from solar minimum (1965) 
and solar maximum (1969) of GCR-protons between 1 MeV and 10 GeV. Neutrons below 15 
MeV were passed over to MORSE-CG as input for a coupled n-, transport calculation. For 
this application a special cross section library based on ENDF-B /IV data was evaluated for 
all elements of interest. This coupled n-, library contains cross section data for 118 neutron 
groups (19 thermal groups) from 0.01 meV to 14.9 MeV and 21 ,-groups from 10 keV to 14 
MeV. Addi tional narrow gamma groups were inserted to provide cross section data for the 
most important. gamma ray lines. The production of prompt photons from residual nuclei 
or from inelastic neutron scattering by neutrons with E > 15 MeV was calculated by NDEM. 
This photon source was also passed over to MORSE-CG for a transport calculation, whereas 
the decay of 7r0 particles and the subsequent ,-transport was performed by EGs4. Gammas 
from naturally occuring radionuclides may be included in future calculations. 
Results for the lunar surface. For studies concerning the Moon, experimental data from 

Apollo missions are available. A comparison with the Lunar Neutron Probe Experiment 
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(LNPE, Ref. 3-5) is presented, since the nuclear reactions involved here give access to the 
present day lunar neutron spectrum. An averaged lunar material composition listed in Table 
I was used to calculate the differential particle fluxes of protons and neutrons as a function 
of depth. 
Table I: Chemical composition of lunar soil. 
elem. o Mg Al Si Ca Ti Fe Gd 
[gig] 0.420 0.048 0.072 0.202 0.090 0.035 0.124 30.010-06 
The total neutron density was calculated directly from the differential fluxes and can be 
compared with the results given by Woolum (3). The experimental results were obtained by 
measuring the reaction rate lOB(n,a)7Li, which is directly proportional to the neutron den­
sity. The agreement between theoretical calculations and the experimental data is excellent 
(see Fig. 1). 
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Fig. 1: Calculated depth profile of the neu­ Fig. 2: Calculated capture rate from 59Co 
tron density in the lunar surface compared as a function of depth in the lunar surface 
to experimental data (3) obtained via the compared to experimental results from Ref. 
lOB(n,a)7Li reaction rate. (5) . 
The fission rate for 235U which is also roughly proportional to the neutron density could 
he reproduced as well (4). As a check for the neutron spectrum, the capture rate for 59Co 
was calculated and compared with experimental data from Wahlen (5). The absorption cross 
section of this nucleus has a resonance at 132 e V. Calculated and experimental data for this 
reaction rate are in excellent agreement (Fig. 2). The experimental data from the LNPE 
experiment also include the Cd-ratio within the lunar surface. The results of the calculation 
and the corresponding data from Burnett (6) can be found in table II. 
All these results validate that the method presented here is able to calculate the neutron 
flux as function of depth and energy properly, which is essential for a calculation of gamma 
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STUDIES OF THE COSMIC RAY INDUCED ... ,G. Dagge et aI. 
ray fluxes. Fig. 3 shows the calculated gamma albedo from the lunar surface. A comparison 
of calculated line intensities with data from Reedy (7) shows a good overall agreement. 
However, the gamma line intensities have to be seen as preliminary data, since several 
photon production cross sections will be updated and statistical uncertainties above 20 % in 
each gamma group have to be taken into account. 
;,,~__~~-L~~~~~__~~~~__L-~-L~__~~-t 
Table III: Chemical composition of Martian a} surface, b} atmosphere. 
a) elem. 
[gig] 
0 
0.466 
Mg 
0.037 
Al 
0.041 
Si 
0.215 
Ca 
0.044 
Ti 
0.004 
Fe 
0.135 
elem. 
[gig] 
H 
0.001 
C 
0.006 
Na 
0.008 
S 
0.030 
CI 
0.007 
K 
0.001 
Cr 
0.002 
Mn 
0.003 
b) 
demo 
[ppm] 
elem. 
[gig] 
Co 
33.00 
C 
0.262 
Ni 
52.00 
0 
0.698 
Th 
0.45 
N 
0.027 
U 
0.13 
Predictions for Mars. Minor changes in the setup for the lunar case allow a calculation 
of particle fluxes and gamma albedo of the Martian surface. Material compositions for the 
Martian atmosphere and for a "dry"Martian soil containing 0.1 % hydrogen (0.9 % water) 
can be found in Table II. The atmosphere was implemented as an upper material layer of 
16 g/cm2 . Compared to the extremely dry lunar surface, the particle fluxes in the Martian 
soil show a flatter depth profile. The thermal part of the neutron spectrum is enhanced due 
Table II: Comparison of calculated and ex­
perimental Cd-ratios in a lunar surface. 
depth z' 
[g/cm2 ] 
Xed 
expo ( Ref. 5) 
Xed 
calc. 
150. 
370. 
1.1 ± 0.2 
1.9 ± 0.3 
1.2 ± 0.1 
1.3 ± 0.1 
The Cd-ratio Xed is defined as 
Pn(E < 0.5eV)
Xed = ---'----'­
Pn(E> 0.5eV) 
Pn neu tron densi ty 
Fig. 3: Calculated gamma albedo of a lu­
nar surface. 
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.to the water content of the Martian soil. O,-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~L-~ 
These neutron fluxes were used to calculate 
-,1Ul'1.IILII ~trum gamma spectra at the Martian surface as c 
well as above the atmospheric layer, the lat­ o ~- o Fe• lF I!ter one is presented in Fig. 4. The gamma N :. Si 
sHgspectrum shows strong carbon lines caused e : o ~ ­by the atmosphere, whereas the low energy .~ 
part of the spectrum is obviously influenced ~ ~ 	
c 
I ~ I,lJ, I I I I , , I AI 
~oby attenuation effects. In this context it ..
.-
­
....should be noticed again that the weak li­
~ ,~ pet, fmA D(..,.~nes are afflicted with large statistical errors 
o 
for the present calculations. Wi.., 't'~)t pIIIIIU my 
II, 
o , "I 
10 2D 30 40 lIO 10 70 10 10 lOll 
.,...... , EDcru E [KoV] 
Fig. 4: Calculated gamma albedo above 
the Martian atmosphere for a dry soil com­
position. 
Conclusions. The HERMES Code system has been used to calculate particle fluxes in the 
lunar surface. The results are in excellent agreement with available experimental data. On 
this base, a method for calculating the gamma albedo from arbitrary surfaces was developed. 
The flexibility of this code system also permits investigations about the gamma background 
at the detector site. Therefore, application of HERMES to the Mars Observer project is very 
promising. 
Parameter studies on variations in chemical composition and layered surface structures can 
be performed. Other gamma ray sources like naturally occurring radionnclides will be taken 
into account in future. 
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W. Wblfli, ETH ZUrich, CH 
REACTIONS 
Nuklearchemie, 
R. Michel, 
Hannover, 
Universitat zu 
Zentraleinrichtung 
FRG; H.J.Hofmann, 
During the last years our group did several irradiations to 
determine the cross sections of cosmogenically interesting 
nuclear reactions. These data are necessary to calculate and 
model depth-profiles of the production-rates of cosmogenic 
nuclides in extra-terrestrial matter (1,2,3). Also, on base of 
these data one can interpret the depth profiles in meteorites 
which can give important information on processes in solar 
system in the past. 
The target materials (see Table 1) were chosen with regard to 
the composition of the stony and iron meteorites and of course 
to problems in nuclear physics. 
Table 1 : Target materials 
Element Form Purity(%) 
C 
0 
N 
~lg 
Al 
Si 
Ca 
Ti 
V 
~ln 
Fe 
Co 
Ni 
Cu 
Nb 
Rh 
Zr 
Au 
Sa 
graphite 
SiO Sit~i 
me a 
metal 
metal 
CaF 2 
metal 
metal 
alloy 
metal 
metal 
metal 
metal 
metal 
metal 
metal 
metal 
glas 
99.9 
suprasil 
99.9 
99.9 
99.999 
wafer 
p.a. 
99.6 
99.8 
88 (12% Ni) 
99.99 
99.99 
99.98 
99.99 
99.9 
99.9 
99.8 
99.99 
p.a. 
The energy-distribution of the galactic cosmic rays shows the 
maximum between 500 and 1000 MeV per nucleon, whereas the 
maximum of the energy range of the solar cosmic rays is found up 
to 200 MeV per nucleon. The irradiations were done at these 
energies with protons and alpha particles, which make up 87% and 
12% of the cosmic rays respectively (4). Table 2 shows the 
irradiations realized during the last years. Irradiations 
indicated with a star were done by stacked-foil technique so 
that several energy points from only one irradiation were 
obtained. 
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Table 2: Irradiations carried out 
Par­
ticle 
Energy 
(MeV 
Accelerator Date Flu! (10 0cm- 2 s - 1 ) Time ( s ) 
p * 100 
600 
800 
1200 
2600 
Gustaf-Werner-
Institute (S) 
CERN (CH) 
LANL (USA) 
LNS ( F ) 
LNS ( F ) 
24.03.88 
22.11.84 
22.07.88 
17.12.87 
15.03.88 
20.5 
1. 97 
8.67 
6.99 
2.33 
15000 
45700 
20400 
39600 
43100 
.L * 
* 
120 
170 
PSI 
KFA 
(CH) 
(FRG) 
22.04.89 
07.07.89 
39.5 
22.5 
18000 
10000 
The fluxes are given as typical values. For each target element 
an individual flux of protons or alpha particles was determined. 
The flux determination based on the cross sections of the 
monitor reactions from Al-27 to Be-7, Na-22 and Na-24 (5). 
After gamma-spectrometric measurements the chemical separations 
were done to get samples for accelerator mass spectrometry (AMS) 
for all long-lived radionuclides from only one irradiated foil. 
The determination of Be-l0 and Al-26 by AMS is already done and 
in preparation for Ca-41, Mn-53 and Ni-59. The target materials 
that are in work and the interesting radionuclides are given in 
table 3. 
Table 3: Target materials investigated and radionuclides 
determined 
Target material 
C, N, 0 
Mg, AI, Si 
Ti 
Mn, Fe, Co 
Ni 
Ca 
Product nuclide 
Be-l0 
Be-l0, Al-26 
Be-l0, Al-26, (Ca-4U 
Be-l0, Al-26, (Ca-41, Mn-53) 
Be-lO, Al-26, (Ca-41, Mn-53, Ni-59) 
Al-26, (Ca-41) 
In genera~ the chemistry is done by adding carriers and solving 
the target in a suitable acid. The separation itself is based on 
ion exchange, precipitation (especially for hydroxides) and 
extraction. The element fractions are cleaned by fuming with 
aqua regia, hydrofluoric acid and perchloric acid. The ammonia 
precipitate at the end of the separation is washed with bi­
distilled water and glowed to a stable form. In figures 1 and 2 
the separation schemes of the target elements aluminum and 
manganese are given as examples. 
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AdcU t,!CD Be I D1a.o1... 1a CODe. BCl. 
clean.iq : 
P..-e with 
Br/BClOe 
RIb -Preclpitate 
~ ~ 
~ 
Figure 1 : Separation scheme of the al umi num targets 
C~rrier Al.Be.Ca,Fe !Dl~olve iD Bel I 
Addition of (HS4 )zSzo.­
NEb-?recipitationn---------r---------L--------------, 
Al(OBh 
Be(OB)z 
J'e( cm ) , 
MDO( OB )z 
in Bel 
II ~ WX AlE 
Figure 2: Separation targets 
2a Bel 
. -
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The technique of ~MS is described elsewhere (6). The production 
of Be-IO from oxygen, magnesium, aluminum, silicon and iron are 
shown in the figures r 4-8 in comparison to other data. 
Oxygen: Our data fit very well the data of literature ( 7,8,9). 
There seems to be a maximum in the region of 1000-1200 MeV for 
this proton-induced reaction. The threshold of the reaction 
O(p,5pxn)Be-10 is in the region of 50-60 MeV. 
Magnesium: The values at 800, 1200 and 2600 MeV from this work 
might be in contradiction to the data at 600 MeV (7,9), whereas 
the measurement of Raisbeck (8) seems to be in better agreement. 
But more data are needed to determine the cross sections in the 
region of the threshold. 
10+1 

O(p,Spxn)10Be 
~ D 
E ~ ~ C!:I 
z t 
0 
~ 10+0 
U 
W 
(J) 4 
(J) r8I THIS 
(J) 
"\7 MIS9 
0 
IT 
u 
~ g RA77 
~ AM72 
10-1 
- _I 
10 +410 +1 10 	+2 10 +3 
ENERGY [ MeV ] 
Figure 3: Cross 	sections for the reaction O(p,5pxn)Be-10 
~luminum: The data of the reaction ~1-27(p,10p8n)Be-lO fit well 
to the value of Michel (9). 
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Figure 4: Cross sections for the reaction Mg(p,9pxn)Be-lO 
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Figure 5: Cross sections for the reaction Al(p,lOp8n)Be-lO 
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10+ 2 
Figure 6: Cross sections for the reaction Si(p,llpxn)Be-lO 
10+ 1 
II
re(p,23pxn) lOBe 
8 
r 
'tI~ 10+0 
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0 
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~ 10-2 v MI89 
a: 11 TH86u r 
L:t. H06~ 
~ 
10-3 
10 +2 10 +3 10 +.c10 +1 
ENERGY [ MeV ] 
Figure 7: Cross sections for the reaction Fe(p,23pxn)Be-lO 
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Silicon: The measurements of this work are in good agreement to 
each other, and to the newer value of Raisbeck (8), whereas his 
older measurement (10), the data of Dedieu (II) and Michel et 
al. (9) are lower. These contradictions have to be clarified, as 
well as the measurements at lower energies near the threshold 
ha ve to be done. 
Iron: For the reaction Fe(p,23pxn}Be-l0 our data fit very well 
the value of Honda (12) in the high-energetic region. The point 
of interest in this case is in the region of lower energies, 
too, because the existing data are contradictory to each other 
(13) . 
The figures 8 and 9 give the dependence of the cross sections of 
the production of Be-7 and Be-IO versus the mass number of the 
target material for 600 and 2600 MeV protons. The part with the 
lower mass numbers of the targets shows at 600 MeV a decrease of 
the cross sections for the production of Be-7 which is typical 
for a spallation reaction, whereas for higher masses the typical 
plateau for fragmentation processes is found. The Be-IO 
production seems to be built up at this energy only by 
fragmentation processes. This is shown by the plateau of the 
cross sections. The same diagram, but for reactions induced by 
2600 MeV protons, shows that the production of Be-7 and Be-IO 
bases only on the fragmentation process. 
15 
10 
D 
E 
<1 
L 
~ 
H 
(J) 5 
o 

+ 
4> $ 
~ ~~,~~ ~ m 0HJ 0 
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Figure 8: Cross sections of Be-7 (rhomboid) and Be-IO (square) 
in dependence of the mass number of the target material for 600 
MeV protons 
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The cross sections of the reactions producing these 
radionuclides vary in the region of a mean value with structures 
in the shape. These structures are significant and cannot be 
explained with a simple spallation or fragmentation model. 
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INC MODEL CALCULATION OF COSMOGENIC NUCLIDE 

PRODUCTION IN STONY METEORITES· 

M. Divadeenam,l T. A. Gabriel,' O. W. Luareth,1 M. S. Spergel,' and T. E. Ward l 
Intranuclear Cascade Model Monte Carlo calculations of 28Al and uMn production due to 
cosmogenic proton induced spallation of a model meteorite composition similar to L Chondrite 
were made. The calculated predictions are consistent with the observed decay rates in L Chondrite 
stony meteorites. The calculated '8AI production rate in aim diameter meteorite is within 1/2 S.D. 
of the mean taken from 100 bulk determinations in L Chondrite samples compiled by Nishiizumi. 
Similarly the calculated average value for 5sMn is consistent within one S.D. of the mean in the 
widely scattered 5sMn data. The production rates of nC, nC, and HC are also predicted. 
In our calculations, use is made of Monte Carlo tschniques for identifying nuclear collisions 
and specific nuclear reactions as well as establishing the transport of the incident nucleon and its 
generated nucleons. It is thus possible to use an integrated calculational approach in predicting the 
cosmogenic nuclide production rate and depth dependence. Previous calculational approaches have 
examined the production of nuclides by separating the collision into spallation, neutron capture and 
fragmentation processes. The calculations use a transport type mechanism for predicting the depth 
dependence of the cosmic ray induced nuclides (i.e. cosmogenic nuclides). One of the problems in 
predicting the production of cosmogenic nuclides, as a function of depth in meteorites, has been the 
need to determine the numerous nucleon-nuclear cross sections and then the subsequEmt nuclide 
excitation rates. In the case of neutron capture induced nuclides these difficulties have led many 
authors [e.g. (1-6)] to utilize the similarity in the shape to the production of 'R for predicting the 
production of neutrons. These tritium rates were normalized to neutron production observations 
either for the Moon or for Chondrite meteorites. 
In particular, the High Energy Intranuclear Cascade (INC) and Internuclear Cascade Transport 
Code, RETC [e.g. (7)] is used to calculate directly the nuclide production rate due to spallation. 
It is planned to link the neutron source results generated with RETC to the low energy neutron 
transport code, MORSE. The neutron induced cosmogenic nuclide production will be calculated 
without the resort to extrapolations of excitation functions . 
The isotropic irradiation of a stony asteroid in space is modeled by utilizing the observed cosmic 
ray proton spectrum up to 200 Ge V to select energy and frequency via Monte Carlo techniques. 
The composition of the bombarded asteroid is taken to be an L Chondrite like composition [e.g . 
(8)]. The RETC code follows the incident particle and its subsequent descendent light particles 
(A < 5) until they are absorbed , exit the meteorite (presently set at 1 m diameter) or drop below 
the low energy cut off. The neutrons generated in collisions which are below their 15 Me V cut 
off, are recorded at their site of production with their kinematic descriptors. These neutrons are 
stored in a file for subsequent neutron capture studies. The nuclei produced are also recorded at 
their collision sites with their production energy. The abundance and distribution of these nuclei, 
essentially the spallation induced nuclei, were analyzed in 5 shells of equal volume. The RETC 
calculations were performed for 48000 proton source particles sampled from an observed cosmic ray 
proton spectrum. 
• Work performed under the auspices of the Department of Energy under contract nos. DE-AC02­
76CH00016 (BNL) and DE-AC05-840R21400 (ORNL). 
IBrookhaven National Laboratory, Upton, NY 11973 
20ak Ridge National Laboratory, Oak Ridge, TN 37831 
sYork College, CUNY, Jamaica, NY 11451 
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The analysis of the history events generated by HETC utilizes 4 outer sheila down to a depth of 
30 cm and the centrallphere to yield the production rate of 2e AI at 3.1810 x 10-2 no. sec- 1 cm-3 
which is equivalent to 54 dpm/kg for the decay rate predicted. The predicted uMn production 
rate is 2.91 x 10 -2 no. sec- 1 cm-3 . Here the decay rate is calculated using the accepted Bogou 
standard: kg (Fe +1/3Ni), to give 223 dpm/kg for the 53Mn decay rate. 
Depth dependent neutron source spectra were calculated for aIm diameter meteorite in order 
to calculate the neutron capture contribution to nuclide production. Spallation and neutron induced 
production of cosmogenic nuclides both have to be examined in detail for measured radiogenic 
nuclides. It is expected that the spallation contribution will dominate near the surface while 
neutron induced contributions will dominate deep within the meteorite. Since cosmogenic nuclide 
ratios are less sensitive to incident flux normalization, selected isotopic ratios will be examined to 
give insight into inherent properties of the meteorite, such as pre-atmospheric-exposure size. In 
the present work only the spallation reaction product nuclei production rates are presented. 
Monte Carlo calculations of 2e Al and &3Mn producti.Ju in model meteorite composition similar 
to L Chondrite has yielded predictions which are consistent with the observed decay rates in L 
Chondrite stony meteorites [e.g. (9)1. The calculated 2e AI production rate (54 dpm/kg) in a 1 
m diameter meteorite as seen in fig . 1, is within 1/2 S.D. of the mean (49 ± 11 dpm/kg) taken 
from 100 bulk determinations in L Chondrite samples compiled by Nishiizumi. Similarly calculated 
average value for &SMn (223 dpm/kg) is consistent (cf fig. 2) with one S.D. off the mean in the 
widely scattered &3Mn data (362 ± 113 dpm/km) compiled by Nishiizumi. 
An examination of the depth dependence of these nuclei are seen in figs. 3 and 4. According 
to the HETC predictions, there is a gradual rise in the rate of production for 26AI up to a depth of 
about 8 cm, (or 25 g/cm2 ) as seen in fig. 1 (bottom). The production rate as a function of depth 
shown for oSMn displays an "expected" behavior, rising as a function of depth shown in fig. 1 (top). 
In addition to the 26 Al and oSMn, spallation calculations have also been made for the cosmogenic 
nuclei 12C, l3C, and HC in the meteorite. Carbon isotope production is most unusual, since it 
is not expected it in this L chondrite meteorite, yet it is produced at low levels by the spallation 
reactions as seen in fig. 4. However, the production rate indicates some statistical deviation from 
the mean as a function of depth. 
In conclusion, considering the success of the HETC calculations in general and the level of 
statistical confidence presently generated, it is felt that the calculations must be performed with 
larger number of cascade particles. It may well be that the physical requirement to sample the 
large range of energies (40 Me V to 200 Ge V) seen in the galactic cosmic ray spectrum demands 
more cascade particles. 
1. 	 Eberhardt, P., J. Geiss, and M. Lutz (1963) Earth Science and Meteorites, J. Geiss and E.D. 
Goldberg, eds., pp . 143-168. 
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APPLICATIONS OF THE HER ME S CODE SYSTEM IN METEORITICS 
P. Oragovitsch, P.Cloth, G .Oagge, O .Filges (Institut fUr Kemphysik KFA Jiilich, POB 1913, 
0-5170 JiiLich), R .Michel (ZfS Universitat Hannover, Am kleinem Felde 30,0-3000 Hannover-I) 
A promising way to understand the efTects of galactic cosmic ray particle radiation (GCR) 
in extraterrestrial matter is to simulate the complex irradiation of the respective body by suitable 
computer codes. By this method beside the observation of integral quantities (e.g. production of 
cosmogenic nuclides in meteorites) also detailed studies of the mechanisms of particle transport, 
interaction and production can be done in a wide range of irradiation conditions. In this context 
the extensive capabilities of the newly developed HER MES (I) code system ofTer themselves for 
an application to meteoritical research. 
HERMES (High Energy Radiation Monte Carlo Elaborate System) is a system of ofT-line 
coupled Monte Carlo Codes which are needed to treat the different physics to be considered in the 
computer simulation of radiation transport and interaction problems. Additional HERMES ofTers 
comprehensive capabilities of Monte Carlo analysis and to merge the intermediate outcomes of 
partial programs into final results. The easy interchange of input/output data between the different 
modules is realized by an interfacing system using standardized data structures (Fig. I) . For all codes 
identical terms of geometry description (Combinatorical Geometry, CG) are given, permitting the 
build up of particle cascades within very complex geometries and material configurations. The 
program modules of HERMES are able to simulate secondary particle histories induced by primary 
projectiles of any energy from thermal energies (e.g. neutrons) up to some 10 GeV. The particles 
being considered by the program are p, n, 1[ +, 1[0 , 1[-, f.l+, It', e+ , eO, y, and light-heavy ions to 
A= 10. 
The main physics modules of HERMES are HETC/KFA-2, MORSE-CG and EGS4. Be­
side some minor physics programs they are surrounded by a framework of modules treating for 
example the Monte Carlo analysis, the geometric setup, the command language or the graphical 
reproduction of the results . 
In general the transport of an incoming high energy projectile (except y-rays) is performed by 
HETC/KFA-2. The code follows the history of the incident particle to its first collision with a 
nucleus and performs the production of secondary particles using the intranuclear cascade­
evaporation model (INCE) (I, and refs . therein). The outcorning secondary particles of the re­
spective nuclear reaction are stored on a temporary stack. Their history is followed one after the 
other until predefmed cut-off energies are reached or the geometry is left. Those particles and par­
ticles which cannot be handled by the code, are written on a submission file and can be used as 
input for the other modules . Neutrons with energies below 15 MeV are submitted to MORSE 
which does a stochastic simulation of neutral particle (neutrons, y's) transport . The electromagnetic 
part of a shower is performed with EGS4 providing Monte Carlo simulation of the coupled trans­
port of electrons and photons in the energy range between a few eV to some TeV. 
The properties of HERMES discussed above show its excellent suitability to simulate cosmic ray 
interactions with extraterrestrial matter. In the past HER MES already was used to calculate the 
setups of accelerator-experiments simulating the 41l-isotropic GCR -irradiation of meteoroids (2,3,4) 
with monoenergetic protons. The equivalence between the experimental and the calculational ap­
proach (5) allows the extension of the computer simulations to realistic GCR-irradiations of 
extraterrestrial bodies in space. 
;\. series of Monte-Carlo sim ulations of the isotropic anel homogeneous irradiation of H - and 
L-Chondrites with GCR-protons was performed in the recent year. The meteoroids were assumed 
to be spherical with radii variing between 5 and 65 cm (tables 1,2). The differential energy­
distribution of the incident GCR-protons was created from the average value of the GCR-fluxes 
of solar minimum 1965 and solar maximum 1969 to get a realistic source. Since the physical 
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Element 
0 
Diorite 
(p = 3,0 g/cm2) 
49.5 
L-chondritc 
(p = 3.5 g/cm2) 
40.0 
H-chondrite 
(p = 3.5 g/cm2) 
35.7 
Na 2.37 0.66 ---
Mg 2.07 15.2 14.2 
N 7. 89 1.1 1.01 
Si 27.7 18.7 17.1 
K 1.1 0.09 ---
Ca 4.5 1.28 1.19 
Cr --­ --­ 0. 35 
Fe 4 .83 21.8 27.6 
Ni --­ --­ 1.7 
Tab. 1. Material compositions of the meteoroids and meteoroid models 
calculated with HER MRS 
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Composition Radius (<em ) Depth Resol­
ution (em) 
Diorite 5. I. 
15. I. 
25. I. 
L-chondrite 10. I. 
25. I. 
40. 4. 
65. 5. 
H -chondrite 5. 0.5 
10. I. 
25. I. 
32. 3.2 
40. 4. 
65. 5. 
Tab. 2. 	 Cases of meteoroids and meteoroid models 
calculated with HERMES using a realistic 
GCR source energy distribution 
meaning of the residual nuclei distribution generated by transport codes in general is questionable, 
the analysis of the Monte Carlo events was done with respect to the fluxes of primary and secondary 
protons and neutrons. The fluxes of these particles were registrated inside equidistant spherical 
shells of the meteoroids delivering depth dependent differential flux densities. Some results for the 
H-chondritic cases are shown in the figures 2-5. They manifest the sensitivity of primary and sec­
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Fig. 5: Double differential flux densities of protons at the center of H-chondrites 
induced by a realistic GCR proton spectrum 
ondary particles referring to the size of the respective meteoroid and the location inside. These 
changes can be seen in the total number as well as in the energy distribution of the particles. Hereby 
quite different systematics can be observed for protons and for neutrons. 
The large data base of differential flux densities created by the HERMES calculations now 
allows to study the depth dependence of cosmogenic nuclide production in meteoroids with variing 
compositions and radii at realistic irradiation conditions. The integration of the presented results 
with reliable thin-target excitation functions leads (e.g. 2-5) to reproducible depth and size de­
pendent production rates of cosmogenic nuclides. This way to calculate cosmogenic nuclide pro­
duction - basing only on modem nuclear and medium-energy physics - allows a direct comparison 
with measurements of cosmogenic nuclides in meteorites (7). Without any other free parameter 
than the spectral distribution of the incident GCR particles it offers the chance to get concrete in­
formations about the GCR-variations in time, intensity, energy-distribution and composition. 
Reference....: 
(I) 	 P.Cloth et al. (1988) Ji.iI-2203 
(2) 	 Cologne Collaboration CERN SC96 Experiment (1987) Jill 2130 
(3) 	 R .Michel et al. (1985) Nucl. Instr . Meth. Phys . Res. B 16, 61-82. 
(4) 	 R. Michel et al. (1989) Nucl. Instr. Meth. Phys. Res. 842, 76-100. 
(5) 	 P . Dragovitsch et al ' (1989) Simulation of the GCR Irradiation of Meteoroids: Unification 
of Experimental and Theoretical Approaches. This report. 
(6) 	 R.Michel et al. (1989) Thin Target Cross Sections for the Production of Cosmogenic 
Nuclides in Extraterrestrial Matter by Galactic Cosmic Ray Particles. This report. 
(7) 	 R. Michel et al. (1989) Monte Carlo Modelling of the Production of Cosmogenic Nuclides 
in Extraterrestrial Matter by Galactic Cosmic Ray Particles. This report. 
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or EXPERIMENTAL AND THEORETICAL APPROACIIES P. Oragovitsch (Institut fUr 
Kemphysik KFA JUlich. POD 1913.0-5170 lii1ich) and the Cologne Collaboration (I) 
Dy the interaction of galactic cosmic ray particles (GCR) a large variety of stable and radio­
active nuclides is produced in meteoroids. The ob~rved abundances of these cosmogenic nuclides 
in meteorites provide a multitude of information on the irradiated matter as well as on the cosmic 
radiation itself. The interpretation of cosmogenic nuclides in terms of the irradiation history or of 
the temporal and spatial behavior of the GCR itself requires a precise and aceurate modelling of the 
depth and size dependence of all nuclear interactions leading to the respective nuclide production. 
'Ibe approaches made in the past to uncover the~ mechanisms were not satisfactory. due to the 
lack of physical foundation of most calculational models and due to systematic experimental 
problems for nearly all simulation experiments. Therefore a collaboration (I) was initiated in 1983 
to improve this situation. Two independent approaches - an experimental and a calculational ­
were made to study the transport and interaction phenof1"l~na of (feR in meteoroids. 
A scries of thick target irradiations of spherical meteoroid models with radii of 5. 15 and 25 
em with 600 MeV protons was performed at the CER N-synchrocyclotron. The artificial meteoroids 
were made out of diorite (R = Scm) and gabbro (R';' 15 and 25 cm) with a dellsity of 3 g cm·3 ap­
proximating a chondritic compositon. 
A homogcneous 411" irradiation of the models 
was achieved by complete mechanical inte­
/1 	 i! '96Au (Aul
..... i-I~ ~1 gration of the accelerator beam using a sophis­
, "I 
ticated 	 irradiation machine. The depth de­5 (/,-1'11--,\ pendent production of a wide range of 
radionuelides from target elements O. Mg. AI. II S~~tCO) I Si. Ti. Fe. Co. Ni, Cu, Da. Lu, and Au was 
measured. Furthermore, the production of lie 
2.61" /['[ j!'\5srtRhII and Ne isotopes from AI, Mg, Si and from 
2' ~ / ~ degassed meteoritic material was determined . 
2.2 I L[ :', Including data derived from thin target exper­
~ 
C1 os I I-i ..... , ~ ..... ~- i iments 	 the size dependence of nuclide pro­
·........ r-!_:-l t7'iHt(..\uJ 

o 	 O.L ; • ­ duction for radii from () to 75 g cm-2 was in­
012t !_'~[r_H_1_:'_BetFe'I vestigated. For a detailed description see ~ 
~ 	 references (3) and (4) and the rcferences there­
z ::~lJ ~ ' Ii
.;:) 	 . In . 
017 1 \[ 	 ­1i u ::J 	 The theoretical approach was to calculate the o a ~ 0: 15 \ [ 169YbtA u) 	 spectra of primary protons and of secondary 
0. 	 prot OilS and neutrons in the artificial 
meteoroids hy computer simulation of the ex­OIJ '\'\ Ii / ~e 
perimental setups. For this the IlImMES code
. I,-[-.J/ / 
system (5) was engaged . lIImMr:s is a system 
0.10f­ of Monte Carlo computer codes solving the 
physical problems of radiation transport and 
1\ ! 75SetRhi 
~I-!/
0.05 .­ interactions within matter. A detailed de­
scription of the codcs and the performance of20 10 	 0 10 20 
r (em) 	 the calculations is given in refcrences (5) and 
( fl). 
J<lg. I: 	 Some depth profiles in meteoroid models 
after a 41'1" irradiation with 600 MeV protons 
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Already the experimental depth proftles of nuclide production showed a wide variety of shapes de­
pending both on the sizes of the meteoroid models and on the individual reaction channels possible 
for the respective nuclide. The strongest size dependence was observed for 60Co from Co with 
center production rates increasing by a factor of 100 for radii between 5 cm and 25 em. For other 
low energy products an increase up to a factor of 3.5 was typically observed. For products requiring 
extremy high incident energies a decrease of center production was seen up to a factor of 10. In 
between shapes having pronounced maxima (low energy product~) and minima (high energy pro­
ducts), respectively, all transitional shapes could be observed (Fig. 1). 
The calculated fluxes of the secondary protons and neutrons depended strongly on depth and 
size of the meteoroid models. The differences between proton and neutron spectra were consider­
able both in their shape and in their magnitude. For a detailed discussion see references (I) and (2). 
On the basis of thin-target excitation functions (1,2,3,4) these resulting spectra can be integrated to 
theoretical production rates: 
Pi(R,r) = L L J N, O"i'k(Ek) <I>(Ek,R,r,t) dE j k E J J 
with 
j target element 
k projectile (p,n, .... ) 
Ek energy of the projectile 
N number of target atoms j
O"j'k cross section of the reaction j(k,x)i (calculated or experimental, see ego refs (7,8)) 

<I>J local differential particle flux density at r (calculated with HERMES) 

R radius of the meteoroid 

The depth proflles calculated in this way allow to distinguish the different contributions of primary 
and secondary protons and of neutrons and to unravel the individual production modes of 
cosmogenic nuclides in meteoroids. The agreement between theoretical and experimental depth 
proftles (1,2) was a convincing validation of the suitability of the used computer codes in cosmic 
ray applications . So the HERMES calculations make it possible to model the production of resi­
dual nuclei in real meteoroids, provided that reliable excitation functions are given. 
As a first extension of the theoretical approach the irradiation of meteoroid models in space 
with GCR-protons was simulated, using again a dioritic composition of the matrix. For this the 
energy distribution of the incident protons was assumed to be the average value of the GCR-fluxes 
of solar minimum 1965 and solar maximum 1969. So the differences between a monoenergetic and 
a spectral irradiation could be observed without changing any other parameter. 
The comparison of the resulting particle fluxes with those of the monoenergetic 600Me V case 
showed significant differences by an increase both of secondary proton and neutron fluxes by sim­
ulating the "GCR" irradiation (2), The shapes of the particle spectra were quite different, too. The 
resulting depth dependent production rates (e.g. Fig.2) already showed a better approximation to 
those measured in meteorites than those of the monoenergetic cases (2,4) but the matrix dependent 
differences as well in their absolute values and as in their ratios were almost large. This indicated 
the necessity to study the effect of the meteoroid matrix by changing the chemical composition from 
diorite to H- and L-chondrilic ones. These calculations were done in the recent year (6) for several 
meteoroid sizes. The resulting depth and size dependent production rates of cosmogenic nuclides 
now can be compared with real meteorites directly (9) showing an excellent agreement. So for the 
first time a parameterfree model is developed and validated which is able to predict cosmogenic 
nuclide production rates in meteoroids. More than this the model offers the capabilities to study 
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Fig. 2:Depth profile of the cumulative 22Ne production from Mg inside a meteoroid with dioritic 
composition in the case of a 4 irradiation with a representive GCR-protoll spectrum. 
Data are normaEzed to <I>GCR = I proton 5- 1 cm-2 
the influence of the spectral distributions of GCR protons as well as the influence of 
GCR-Il-partieles. The connection of fluxes calculated by HER MES with reliable production cross 
sections promise to find out both the G RC-intensity and GCR-energy distribution in history as an 
unequivocal function of time. 
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SllIJIATICN EXPERIMENI'S FOR ~C NUCLIDE FR)ruerIOO RATES; 
Peter A.J. En;Jlert, Depar'boont of Chemistry, San Jose state University, San 
Jose, CA 95192 
'Ihe major prcblems of accurate prediction of ~enic nuclide 
prcxiuction rates deperrl on the way heM the carplex Iilysical processes that 
lead to their production are urrlerstood ani incorporated into m::xiels. 
Cosm:Jgenic nuclide production cross sections, especially for neutron irrluced 
nuclear reactions are not Jma,m for all ~ident particle energies. 'Ihis is a 
significant prcblem, as secorrlary neutrons form the major CXlSIOClgenic nuclide 
prcx:iuc~ of the seconjary particle cascade within a meteorite or a 
planetary surface ~ to CXlSlllic radiation [e.g. 1]. FUrt:.he.noore, the 
secoOOaIy particle cascade itself is a function of the primary c:x:smic ray 
particle flux, the energy ani dlarge of the enter~ particles, the depth 
within the meteorite ani planeta1:y surface, ani the cc:I'IpOSition of the 
target. 'n1.e flux, CCIl1pOSition ani energy of the primary c:x:smic radiation is 
well known ani urrlerstcx:x:l. Consequently, the i:wo areas of major concern are 
nuclear interaction cross sections in particular for neutrons, ani the 
development of the secoOOaIy particle cascade as a function of shielding ani 
chemical conposition of the meteorite or planeta1:y surface. 
'Ihough, a priori, the detennination of nuItV.:rrO\.lS reaction cross sections 
for residual nuclei, nature, energy ani anJUlar distribution of exit 
particles, would seem to be the best way to solve all problems, it is 
iImnediately obvious that this is a long-tenn ambitious task. For proton ani 
alpha-particle cross-section extensive tables have been established since 
about 1978 by Michel et ale [e.g. 2]. 
sinrulation experiments are not equivalent to cross section experiments. 
In general, a few parameters are precisely krlam or controlled. A few, but by 
far not all effects of a controlled parameter ~e on the complex system 
are observed, in order to allCM conclusions on the unobserved multitude of 
parameters. 'n1.e result of a sinrulation experiment is therefore not a new 
physical parameter, but rather a step towards a better Iilysical urrlers~ 
of the phencJIlVaJ10n of interest or irrlication for changes of a m::xiel. 'n1.e use 
of simulation experiments will therefore serve two aspects, the inprovenent 
and extension of our Iilysical urrlers~ of the complex Iilencmena as well 
as the validation of exist~ semiempirical m::xiels. 
'Ihe different approaches of simulation experiments obtain their 
justification from the fact that no charged particle accelerator is able to 
prcx:iuce particle beams with energy ' spectra even partially similar to that of 
the solar or galactic cosmic radiation. In addition, only one charged species 
can be prcx:iuced at a time. In order to simulate the interaction of c:x:smic 
radiation with matter several experimental runs with different particle types 
and different energies would have to be made to approach the problem. On the 
other hand, complex neutron spectra, as they occur upon interaction of the 
galactic cosmic radiation inside matter are not too difficult to prcx:iuce with 
monoenergetic charged particles fran accelerators, rut to determine their 
energy spectra and fluxes at a certain location within the irradiated matter 
is everything else but trivial; it is frequently not possible. 
'n1.e first approach is based on the banbardment of thick targets: High 
energy charged particles 00rnbard a target of definErl dimensions to develop 
secondary particle fluxes as they may occur in realty. Elenents or sinple 
chemical conpourrls are exposed to different particle fields inside the target 
and subsequently analyzed for nuclear reaction prcx:iucts. A secord approach 
consists in the generation of complex neutron beams of reasonably well kr1<:1Nn 
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or JOOaStL..~ energy spectra arrl flux. 'lbese spectra may represent those 
ocx::urrin:J urrler certain cx:.>n:iitions in planetal:y surfaces or ~teorites, arrl 
COSIl'OCJenic nuclide prcx:iuction rates can be determined for those cx:.>nditions. 
Research in the past was concerned with the prcx:luction of residual 
stable arrl radioactive nuclides, many of which were short-lived arrl only 
partially useful in COSIl'OCJenic nuclide studies. A c:::c:Ilpilation of '!hick Target 
experiments perfonned until 1984 can be fourrl in [3]. Much progress has been 
made with thick target l:x:Imbardments for cosm::qenic nuclide studies in 
meteorites recently, i.e. after 1984. 'TWo cx:.>ntributions of this workshop will 
discuss the CERN meteorite IOOdel irradiations series, IOOdel validation arrl 
application of the results to meteorites [4]. 
only one additional thick target experiment has been perfonned arrl 
results relevant to COSIl'OCJenic nuclide research were obtained recently. '!his 
experiment was the exposure of a very thick rock target to 2.1 GeV protons 
arrl 800 MeV/nucleon alpha particles, in ordel:.- to simulate the interaction of 
galactic cosmic radiation with matter. 'Ihe effect of the projectile type on 
the build up of the low energy neutron cCl'rpment of the secornary cascade was 
analyzed [5]. It was sham that in case of alpha-particle i.Irpact the low 
energy neutron flux maximum occurred at shallower depths than in the case of 
the proton experiment. A 14C depth profile along the beam axis was detennined 
in the target rock material [6], arrl a lOBe arrl 26Al profile in aliquots of 
the same samples are in progress. 'Ihe 14C-contents follow the secorrlary 
cascade developrent as a function of depth as IOCldeled for undisturbed lunar 
surface cores. 'Ihe deperrlence of 14C- production on the low energy corrponent 
suggests strongly detailed studies of the depth deperxlent prcx:luction of the 
isotope in meteorites arrl Ireteorite IOCldel irradiations. No extensive IOCldel 
calculations were done in this case. 
Complex neutron spectra are obtained a:rourrl beam stops of acx:::elerators. 
If facilities are available to irradiate samples in these beam stop areas, 
simulation experiIrents with thin targets in these neutron fields are 
possible. 'Ihe difficulty that arises imrrediately is the detennination of the 
neutron spectra arrl fluxes. Drrler COSIl'OCJenic nuclide prcx:luction cx:.>rrlitions 
only threshold monitor reactions are applicable, arrl, cx:.>nsequently, energy 
spectra arrl to same extent also fluxes have a high degree of uncertainty. 
Beam stop ~e ~irrents were cx:.>ntinued arrl focussed especially 
neutron prcrluced °Be, l4C, arrl 26Al in silicon dioxide as it is ilnportant 
for terrestrial applications [7,8]. 'Ihough absolute prcx:luction rates cannot 
be detennined in such experiIrents, prcx:luction rate ratios obtained cx:.>ntain 
useful information. 
Thick target bombardments have proven to be very sucessful simulation 
experiments useful for COSIl'OCJenic nuclide prcx:luction rate studies. 'Ihe 
difficulties of detennining neutron fluxes arrl energy spectra in beam stop 
envirornnents make experiments there less sarewhat less useful. 
REFERENCES: [1] R.C. Reedy arrl J .R. Arrlold, J Geophys. Res. 77 (1972) 
537. [2] R. Michel, G. Brinkmann, arrl R. stueck, Earth Planet Sci. lett. 59 
(1982) 33. [3] R.C. Reedy arrl P. Englert (1986) LPI Tech. Rpt. 86-06. [4] R. 
Michel et al., accepted for pIDlication in: Nucl. Instr. Meth. B. (1988) [5] 
P. Englert, R.C. Reedy, arrl J.R. Arnold, Instr. Meth. A262 (1987) 496. [6] 
P.A.J. Englert, A.J.T. Jull, D.J. Donahue, arrl R.C. Reedy, Illnar Planet. Sci. 
Conf. XIX, Abstr. (1988) 303. [7] Reedy, R.C., D. lal, K. Nishiizumi, J.R. 
Arnold, D. Elmore, P. Kubik, J. Klein, R. Middelton, arrl P. Englert, Progress 
at IAMPF, IA-11339-PR, (1987) 148 [8] A.J.T. Jull, P.A.J. Englert, D.J. 
Donahue, R.C. Reedy, arrl D.lal, Illnar Planet. Sci. Conf. XX, Abstr. (1989) 
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A MODEL FOR THE PRODUCTION OF COSMOGENIC NUCLIDES IN CHONDRITES 

Th. Grat', H. Baur, P. Signer. ETH-ZUrich, Switzerland. ·Pres. address: Univ. of California, San Diego. 

The production rates of cosmic-ray produced nuclides depend on the chemical composition of a meteoroid, 
its size and shape and the location of the samples within it. In tum, the accuracy of exposure age estimates depends 
on the knowledge of the production rates. We developed a model to cal.culate the production rates of the stable 
nuclides He, Ne, and Ar as well as of the radionuclides lOBe, 26AI, and 53Mn in chondrites of any shape and size. 
This model is based on the production rate equation used by Signer and Nier [1] to model the distribution of the light 
noble gases in iron meteorites. The equation contains 2 free parameters for each nuclide which were fitted to our new 
data from the cross section of the L5 chondrite Knyahinya [2,3]. The validity of the model was then tested by 
comparing the predictions with experimental data on Keyes [4], St. Severin [5], and ALHA78084 [6]: 
Fig. 1 shows predicted and measured 22Nej2INe ratios in the three test meteorites and in Knyahinya. The 
predictions are in excellent agreement with the experimental data. In fact, the deviations from the calculated depth 
profiles are comparable to the experimental uncertainties. To obtain agreement of the model predictions with 
22Nej21 Ne ratios observed in Sl. Severin, the assumption of a non spherical shape for this meteorite is required. We 
use an ellipsoidal shape with semi-axes of 40 cm, 25 cm, and 20 cm, which is consistent with the shape derived 
[rom track densities [7]. For ALHA78084, Keyes, and Knyahinya we adopt preatmospheric radii of 15 cm, 31 cm, 
and 45 cm, respectively. Exposure ages based on the production rates of 2INe and 38Ar agree within 5% for each of 
the meteorites. Furthermore, the model reproduces the shape of the measured depth profiles of lOBe, 2lNe, 22Ne, 
38Ar, and 53Mn within error limits, which unfortunately are still large compared to those of the 22Nej2l Ne ratios. 
Differences between 3He ages and 2lNe ages are up to 10% and a comparison of measured and predicted 3Hej2lNe 
ratios yields similar differences. This indicates a shortcoming of our model which predicts a size and shape 
independent linear correlation between the ratios 3Hej2l Ne and 22Nej2I Ne. In distinction, the correlation lines of all 
three test meteorites are considerably OaHer than the one of Knyahinya. 
Fig. 2 shows calculated production rates of 21 Ne versus 22Ne/21 Ne ratios for spherical meteoroids of 
various radii. The 22Nej21Ne ratio is widely used to calculate shielding corrected exposure ages. The dashed line in 
Fig. 2 shows the empirically determined shielding dependence of p(2INe) proposed by Eugster [8]. Because most 
meteorites have preatmospheric radii between 10-50 cm and the shielding depth of most samples exceed several 
centimeters, the relation between p(2INe) and 22Nej2INe ratios is an approximation that allows in some cases the 
determination of exposure ages with an uncertainty of 10-20%. However, Fig. 2 shows clearly, that the 22Nej2lNe 
ratio does not uniquely quantify the shielding conditions of a sample. It is expected that the shielding dependence of 
production rate ratios is in general smaller than that of production rates. For many years, ratios of stable and 
radioactive nuclides were used to determine exposure ages. Thereby the production rate ratio of the two nuclides has 
to be known. Our model predicts that 3-isotope correlations which use the same reference isotope are linear [9]. This 
might be an oversimplification, especially for the correlations of 3Hej2lNe and p(26AI)IP(2lNe) ratios with 
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22Nepl Ne [3]. However. within error limilS such a correlation ex isIS for the p(10Be)/p(21 Ne) ratios of Knyahinya, 
Keyes, St. Severin, and ALHA7808. It can be used to compute size and shielding corrected exposure ages in 
chondrites: 
p(lOBe)/Pe1Ne){ 1.111 + (0.053 ± 0.03) x e2NePINe - 1.11) 
l-exp(-4 .6xI0-7 x t) = (10Be/!2lNe){m) 
The production rate ratio p(lOBe)/p(21Ne){1.11) is given in atoms/atom and for a 22Ne;21Ne ratio of 1.11. The 
index m denotes the measured values. Adopting an exposure age for Knyahinya of 40.5 Ma [2J. we determine 
p(10Be)IP(21Ne)(1.11) = 0.141 ± 0.002. Exposure ages of St. Severin and ALHA78084 derived by this method 
agree within 5% with those based on noble gas profiles. Note, that the slope of the correlation line may be 0 within 
2cr error limilS, indicating that the production of lOBe by lower energy particles is about as important as for 21 Ne. 
References: 1) Signer P. and Nier A.O. (1960) J. Geophys. Res. 65, 2947-2964. 2) Graf Th. et al. (1989) submitted to 
Geochim. Cosmochim. Acta. 3) Graf Th., Baur H., and Signer P. (1989) submilled to Geochim. Cosmochim. Acta. 
4) Cressy P. J. (1975) J. Geophys . Res. 80, 1551-1554. and ref. therein. 5) Tuniz et a1. (1984) Geochim. Cosmochim. 
Acta 48, 1867-1872, and ref. therein. 6) Sarafin R. et aJ. (1985) Earth Planet. Sci. Lett. 72, 171-182.7) Cantelaube et al. 
(1969) in: Meteorite Research. ed: P.M. Millman, D. Reidel Publishing Company. Dordrecht, Holland, 705-713 . 
8) Eugster o. (1988) Geochim. Cosmochim. Acta 52, 1649-1662. 9) Voshage H. (1984) Earth Planet. Sci. Lett. 71, 
181-194. 
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COMPOSITION DEPENDENCE OF COSMOGENIC NUCLIDE PRODUCTION RATES; 
G.F. Herzog, Dept. Chemistry, Rutgers Univ., New Brunswick, NI 08904. 
The rate Pi at which cosmic rays produce a cosmogenic nuclide i in a meteoroid or a 
planet depends in part on the composition of the irradiated body (Equation I): 
(I) Pi = E Nj E foX> O'i,j,k(E) <Pk(E) dE 
j k 
Here N j represents the absolute elemental abundances, the index k runs over all types of 
nuclear-active particles (principally p, a, n), <P refers to the various particle fluxes and a 
gives the cross sections for the formation of the nuclide as a function of the bombarding 
energy E. To the extent that ¢k is independent of composition and other factors, one can 
approximate Pi as a linear combination of terms, Pi = Ej Nj Pij, where Pij may be regarded as 
an elemental production rate. A set of numerical values for Pij has practical utility: With 
such a set, one may normalize the concentrations of cosmogenic nuclides measured in bodies 
with different compositions to those expected in some compositional standard. Two related 
methods for estimating Pij directly from measurements of cosmogenic nuclides were first 
applied to the cosmogenic noble gases. 
Stauffer [I] analyzed the He, Ne and Ar contents of an assortment of meteorites with 
known and markedly different compositions. By using regression analysis, he obtained 
production coefficients for the ratios 21Nej3He and 38Arj3He. With the assumption that P3 is 
constant, the expressions he derived become estimates of the relative elemental production 
rates of 21Ne and 38Ar. Hintenberger et al. [2] modified the approach by analyzing minerals 
separated chemically from a single specimen of the L6 chondrite Holbrook. The restriction to 
one sample removes from the regression analysis noise due to shielding differences at the 
possible cost of some loss of generality. Bogard and Cressy [3] applied this method to 
minerals separated magnetically and by density from Bruderheim (L6) and reviewed earlier 
work for light noble gases. Table I presents a partial summary of results for GCR 
production of selected cosmogenic nuclides. To facilitate comparisons we have normalized 
production rates to those expected for the principal target element. 
Model calculations and simulation experiments usually provide information about the 
composition dependence of production rates in tabular or graphical rather than equation form 
(e.g., [4,5]). Hohenberg et al. [6] and Regnier et al. [7] give elemental production rates for 
the cosmogenic noble gases in the moon. Table I includes an approximation of Reedy's 
calculations of P lO in St. Severin. It also includes some average values of Pij for P21 and P26 
from simulation experiments [8]. 
The assumption that ¢k(E) is independent of composItIOn (and hence the inference 
Pj=EjPjjN) fails under certain conditions. A) If a nuclide is produced to a significant 
degree by thermal neutrons (e.g., 36CI [9], 80Kr and 82Kr [10], and 1291 [II)), then Pj will not 
equal Ej N j Pjj when the matrices to be compared contain different concentrations either of 
hydrogen (because H moderates the neutron spectrum effectively) or of elements with high 
cross sections for reactions with neutrons [12]. B) Begemann and Schultz [13] argue that the 
assumption of composition-independent ¢k(E) breaks down for the products of interactions at 
somewhat higher energies, e.g., 38Ar from Ca. They suggest that the rate of secondary 
production should vary with the average atomic number of the matrix. C) The assumption 
of constant ¢k may fail for reasons not directly related to the composition of the body 
(temporal and spatial variation of the primary flux or the occasional influence of solar cosmic 
rays) . In practice, these effects are treated separately and indeed, may be identified by the 
failure of the conventional composition- and shielding-dependent equations to reproduce 
measured values [14]. 
References: 1. Stauffer H. (1962) 1 . Geophys. Res. 67, 2023-2028. 2. Hintenberger H. et 
al. (1964) Z. Natur/orsch. 19a, 88-92. 3. Bogard D.D. and Cressy P.I. (1973) Geochim. 
Cosmochim. Acta 37, 527-546. 4. Reedy R .C. (1985) Proc. Lunar Planet. Sci . Coni. 15th, 
52 
COMPOSITION DEPENDENCE OF PRODUCTION RATES: Herzog G.F. 
J. Geophys Res. 90, C722-C728. Reedy R.C. (1987) Nucl. Inst. Meth. B29, 251. 5. Michel 
R. et al. (1986) Nucl. Inst. Meth. B16, 61-82. Michel R. et al. (1989) Lunar Planet. Sci. 20, 
693-694. 6. Hohenberg C.M. et al. (1978) Proc. Lunar Planet. Sci. Conf. 9th, 2311-2344. 7. 
Regnier S. et al. (1979) Proc. Lunar Planet. Sci. Conf. 10th, 1565-1586. 8. Aylmer D. et al. 
(1987) Ber. Kernforschungsanlage Julich Nr. 2130, pp. 1-261. 9. Eberhardt P., Geiss J. and 
Lutz H. (1963) In: Earth Science and Meteoritics. North-Holland, Amsterdam, pp. 143-168. 
10. Marti K., Eberhardt P. and Geiss J. (1966) Z. Naturforsch. 21a, 398-413. 11. 
Nishiizumi K. et al. (1986) Geochim. Cosmochim. Acta 50, 1017-1021. 12. Evans L.G. and 
Squyres S.W. (1987) J. Geophys. Res. 92, 9153-9167. Lapides J.R. (1981) Ph.D. thesis, 
Univ. of Maryland, 115 pp.. Spergel M.S. et al. (1986) Proc. 16th Lunar Planet. Sci. Conf., 
part 2, J. Geophys. Res. 91, D483-D494. 13. Begemann F. and Schultz L. (1988) Lunar 
Planet. Sci. 19, 51-52. 14. Begemann F. and Wanke H. (1969) In: Meteorite Research. D. 
Reidel, Holland, pp. 363-371. Cressy P.J. and Rancitelli L.A. (1974) Earth Planet. Sci. Lett. 
22, 275-283. Evans J.C. and Reeves J.H. (1987) Proc. Lunar Planet. Sci. Conf. 18, 271-272. 
Nishiizumi K. et al. (1983) Nature 305,611-612. 15. Moniot R.K. et al. (1988) Geochim. 
Cosmochim. Acta 52, 499-504. 16. Tuniz C. et al. (1984) Geochim. Cosmochim. Acta 48, 
1867-1872. 17. Bochsler P. et al. (1969) In: Meteorite Research. D. Reidel, Holland, pp. 
857-874. 18. Hampel W. et al. (1980) Geochim. Cosmochim. Acta 44, 539-547. 19. Fuse 
K. and Anders E. (1969) Geochim. Cosmochim. Acta 33, 653-670. 20. Cressy P.J. (1971) 
Geochim. Cosmochim. Acta 35, 1283-1296. 21. Keith J.E. and Clark R.S. (1974) Proc. 5th 
Lunar Conf., 2105-2119. 22. Begemann F. et al. (1976) Geochim. Cosmochim. Acta 40, 
353-368. 23. Nishiizumi K. (1978) Earth Planet. Sci. Lett. 41, 91-100. 
Table 1. Relative production rates for selected isotopes. 
Isotope p..IJ Ref. 
Q Mg Al Si S Ca Fe 
lOBe 1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
0.94 
0.36 
0.32 
=I.IMg 
0.28 
=0.5Mg 
0.21 
0.17 
=0.5 =0.3 =0.16 
0.11 
15 
16 
8 
Mg Al Si S Ca Fe Ni 
21Ne 1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
=1.35Si 
=1.35Si 
0.36 
0.42 
0.15 
0.55 
0.19 
0.19 
=0.19 
0.38 
0.16 
0.13 
=0.13 
=-3Fe 
0.04 
=0.04 
0.01 
0.006 
0.01 
=0.01 
=Fe 
=Fe 
=Fe 
I 
2 
17 
3 
18 
8 
26AI =0 
0.02 
0.09 
0.65 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
0.65 
0.22 
0.56 
0.24 
0.08 
0.12 
=0.27 
=0.0157 
=0.02 
=0.05 
=0.005 
=0.002 
=0.006 
=Fe 
19 
20 
18 
21" 
K Ca Ti-Mn Fe Ni 
38Ar 
7.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
0.22 
0.06 
0.056 
0.030 
=Fe 
I 
3 
22 
53Mn 1.00 0.33 23 
*for lunar sample with mass = I kg. 
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SATURATED 26AL IN STONY METEORITES; J. E. Keith1, H. R. 
Heydegger2 and K. E. Kavana2 1. Johnson Space Center, Houston, 
TX. 2. Purdue University Calumet, Hammond, IN. 
We have assembled from the literature a data base in which 
over 300 meteorites appear and which contains information on 
the bulk chemical analyses of these meteorites and their 26AI 
content. Most numerical information in the data base is the 
average of several measurements. 
We have regressed the 26AI values on the chemical contents 
using the standard linear model with the pure constant set to 
zero. We have used an iterative algorithm which systematically
eliminates under- and super-saturated 26AI values, by forcing 
the residuals to be normally distributed. As a result, we 
obtain three sets of observations: 10 supersaturated, 128 
saturated and 50 undersaturated, and an expression for the 
saturated 26AI content as a function of the chemical 
composition. In the figure we compare the residuals predicted 
by our expression to those predicted by the expressions of 
other workers (1,2,3,4), class by meteorite class. The ideal 
result is zero, which is not forced, since in no case is the 
pure constant set to zero. As an examination of the figure 
will show, there is no bias in our prediction of saturated 26AI 
content as a function of meteorite class, but there are biases 
in all previous predictive expressions. 
We have explored the question of whether the regression 
coefficients will approach simple functions of the nuclear 
reaction cross sections, given increasing sample size. We show 
that this is not to be expected unless the mathematical model 
is correct, or the set of additional observations happens to be 
orthogonal to those comprising the assumed model. We 
demonstrate the consequences of attempting multiparameter 
regressions with nearly collinear data sets such as these 
without examining both the correlation structure of the X 
matrix and the residuals. We also examine the effects of 
increasing collinearity and decreasing sample size. 
REFERENCES: 1) Fuse, K. and Anders, E. (1969) Geochim. et 
Cosmochim. Acta 33 653 - 670. 2) Cressy, P. J. Jr. (1971) 
Geochim. et Cosmochim. Acta 35 1283 - 1296. 3) Hampel, W. et 
al. (1980) Geochim. et Cosmochim. Acta 44 539 - 547. 4) Honda, 
M. (1988) Meteoritics 23 3 - 12. 
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COSMOGENIC NUCLIDE PRODUCTION IN EXTRATERRESTRIAL OBJECTS; D. Lal, Scripps 
Institution of Oceanography, GRD, A-020, La Joila, CA 92093, U.S.A. 
The field of cosmogenic nuclides in extraterrestrial and terrestrial samples has come of age. It is be­
ginning to make important contributions in the study of the evolutionary history of extraterrestrial and 
terrestrial samples (1,2,3,4,5). This is a result of (i) advancement in our capability of making sensitive 
measurements of nuclides in small samples, and (ii) better estimates of the production rates of nuclides. 
Besides delineating the evolutionary history of matter, an important aim of the cosmogenic studies is to 
evaluate how cosmic ray flux, energy spectrum and chemical composition changed in the geologic period 
(6). A prerequisite in these studies is an exact knowledge of the rates of production of cosmogenic nu­
clides in different targets for differem irradiation geometries. Furthermore, the studies involve a fairly 
detailed knowledge of the geological history of samples (the term geological is being used here to convey 
the sense of time for extraterrestrial samples also). Any uncertaimies can lead to erroneous interpreta­
tions of the cosmogenic data. The success of an experiment in this field depends crucially on these two 
factors. 
The analytical functions describing the nuclide production rates can be written down fairly exactly 
for any irradiation geometry; however, two of the functions. the nuclide excitation functions. cr(E). and 
the nucleon energy spectra f(E). are generally not known well enough. In the case of the former. one 
often has to use the proton excitation functions. even in situations where most of the nuclide production 
occurs due to neutrons. 
Experimental data on the nucleon energy spectra are virtually non-existent for the case of thick tar­
gets exposed in space. They have to be inferred from observations of nuclear disintegrations in cosmic 
ray experiments and studies of nuclide production in the atmosphere (7). or from simulation studies by ir­
radiating of thick targets with high energy protons (8.9). In spite of the heroic efforts to simulate 41t irra­
diation geometry, and to include a large number of nuclides in these studies. these efforts have not yet 
reached a satisfactory conclusion. partly because high energy (E ~ 1 BeY) irradiations are lacking. These 
studies have triggered the development of sophisticated transport codes for the developmem of cascade 
nucleOI:)s in the thick targets (l0.11). 
The present situation on prediction of production rates of nuclides in the atmosphere. as well as in 
condensed materials (rocks, tree rings, ice. etc.) seems to be quite satisfactory (5.7.12). This is a conse­
quence of the fact that basic cosmic ray data. e.g. the flux and energy spectra of low and high energy neu­
trons at all latitudes and altitudes. temporal variations in the neutron fluxes in the lower atmosphere. rates 
of nuclear disintegrations in the atmosphere. etc. are available for the atmosphere. The vertical thickness 
of the atmosphere corresponds to more than 12 interaction mean free paths for nucleons. Therefore. any 
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calculations based on nucleonic cascade theories can lead to appreciable errors, in particular for the lower 
atmosphere, due to any uncertainties in the free parameters. For this reason, in their calculations, Lal and 
Peters (7) relied as far as possible on the experimental cosmic ray data, and subsequently, in favorable 
cases, nonnalized nuclide production rates obtained by measuring exposing various targets in the atmo­
sphere. Recent studies of fall-out of the long-lived radionuclide, lOBe, in situ production rates of long 
lived nuclides in geologically documented rocks, etc., all provide evidence for the accuracy in the predic­
tion of nuclide production rates in the atmosphere (12,13). 
In the case of extraterrestrial objects, one of course makes the fullest use of the atmospheric cosmic 
ray data, but the situation is not comparable. Large differences arise in the development of the cascade of 
unstable nuclear active particles n±mesons and nucleons. In the atmosphere, most of the fast n±mesons, 
of energies < 10 GeV decay. In condensed targets (e.g. the meteorites), all fast ~ mesons (E > 100 
MeV) interact and produce fast nucleons and n± mesons. In Fig. 1, is plotted the production spectrum of 
nuclear active particles in the upper atmosphere, based on observations of nuclear disintegrations in nu­
clear emulsions by Camerini el at. (see Ref. 14). For kinetic energies above 500 MeV, the shapes of the 
energy spectra at production for pions and nucleons are similar, but the pion intensity is about 3x that of 
nucleons. 
Fig. 1 Kinetic energy spectra ~ 10'1~ / 
of particles emitted in cosmic 
ray produced nuclear disintegrations 
/\\ 1 
0 
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.-
~ 
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'0 10-3 tritons. 
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The first estimates of nuclide production in meteorites were made by Signer and Nier (15), for 3He 
in iron meteorites. They made use of the cosmic ray data, but in the final analysis, their method is based 
on an empirical approach, equating production rate to a function with two exponential terms to account 
for the nucleonic cascade. Subsequently, quantitative nuclide production rates were estimated, again for 
iron meteorites, by Arnold, Honda and Lal (16) who used the cosmic ray data to estimate fluxes of nu­
clear active particles within the meteorite. They took into account the characteristics of nuclear interac­
tions, in particular the facts that (i) the incident nucleon emerged with an appreciable energy in the la­
boratory system, corresponding to an inelasticity of - 0.5, and (ii) that the spectrum at production of nu­
cleons and pions was known (Fig. O. Several attempts were made subsequently to improve on the pro­
duction estimates, in particular by Reedy and Arnold (17) and Reedy (18), who used the basic approach in 
Ref. 16, with modifications to include propagation of nucleons within larger bodies. At present the 
Reedy-Arnold model serves as the "standard model" for cosmogenic production in extraterrestrial sam­
ples. 
The GCR model however needs considerable modifications to include the diversity of the size of the 
objects irradiated, and the nature of the problem studied. In particular, in small size objects (radius < 5 
cms), the production becomes very sensitive to the shape of the GCR spectrum. The problem has been 
addressed by Reedy (18). In larger meteorites (of radii 20-45 cms), the recently measured depth profiles 
of several cosmogenic nuclides in several meteorites have warranted revisions of theoretical production 
rates (19,20). The work of Michel, Englert and their collaborators on simulated artificial irradiation of 
objects of radii 10-25 cm has produced an invaluable data set for improving on our production rate 
modeling capabilities (9,10). 
At present, the largest uncertainties in the prediction of production rates must be ascribed to uncer­
tainties in galactic cosmic ray fluxes and nuclide excitation functions for neutrons of energy 0.01-10 GeV. 
The principal improvements in recent years in the prediction of nuclide production rates has come about 
by comparing theoretical predictions with observations of a suite of nuclides in meteorites of different 
sizes. An interesting example of this is the detailed studies of Bhandari, Graf, Vogt and others who have 
included in their survey a wide range of meteorite sizes (19-22). This has led to gross revisions in the 
semi-empirical relations for production rates. These investigations are being incorporated in the theoreti­
cal framework (e.g. Refs . 16, 17) used for an objective prediction of nuclide production rates. 
The production of nuclides by solar cosmic rays (SCR) is in contrast to the case of production by 
galactic cosmic rays (GCR), a much simpler problem. The first calculations of SCR nuclide production 
were made by Armstrong and Alsmiller (23) who made Monte Carlo calculations of the intra-nuclear cas­
cade due to SCR particles. A more reliable and straight forward method, however, is to consider only the 
ionization losses of the SCR charged particles (protons or a-particles), and consider their interaction pro­
ducts alone, since the secondary particles produced do not play any significant role. This method was 
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developed independently by Reedy and Arnold (17) and Lal (24,25). The limitations at present for SCR 
predictions for any specified SCR energy spectrum are largely due to uncertainties in the nuclide excita­
tion functions. The infonnation on proton excitation function is growing rapidly at present (see papers 
presented at this meeting). 
Future improvements in theoretical estimates of nuclear production in extraterrestrial samples. 
As discussed earlier, an interactive process involving comparing obseIYations with predictions 
would help achieving the goal. However, there are several pitfalls in this approach. Firstly, nature is al­
ways not kind enough to provide us with ideal extraterrestrial samples for this task. In the case of meteor­
ites, their shapes are often very irregular. as a rule rather than the exception which makes modeler's task 
very hard. And in the case of both meteorites and lunar samples, irradiation history is often very com­
plex. 
Finally. and probably more importantly, efforts of this kind may lead to smoothening out of impor­
tant anomalies/subtle deviations in extraterrestrial data set, and thereby escaping from discovering impor­
tant milestones in the history of extraterrestrial samples. The purpose of the studies of cosmogenic nu­
clides can thus be partly negated. 
I have therefore looked at the problem afresh, trying to improve our predictive capability relying 
largely on basic cosmic ray data . In doing this I have discovered an omission in our early work (16). In 
that paper, we considered the nucleon transport equations. and the production spectrum of pions. but for­
got to consider the pion transport equations. Since there are no pions in the primary cosmic radiation. the 
flux of energetic pions (E> 100 MeV), which produce nuclides efficiently. undergoes a transition with 
depth in a target exposed to cosmic radiation. This leads to a more rapid growth of nuclear active parti­
cles in the first 100 gm 'cm -2 depth in the target. The consequences of this would obviously be most 
Significant in the interpretation of the data on nuclides produced both by GCR and SCR particles (26.27). 
Interestingly enough. the inclusion of the pion transport code also solves a long standing problem in some 
cosmic ray obseIYations (cf. 28). 
We will present detailed calculations of the nucleon and pion transport calculations elsewhere (29) . 
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Cosmogenic nuclides are produced In meteorites and lunar samples by nuclellr 
reactions Induced by solar or galactic cosmlc-rey Irradiation. They are formed 
either by the primary cosmic-ray particles or by Induced cascade of secondary 
particles Including protons and neutrons and covering the whole energy range. 
The understanding of this complex interaction between extraterrestrilll 
samples and cosmic-ray particles requires a good knowledge of the production rates 
of the stable and radioactive isotopes of which concentrations are measurable using 
di fferent methods such as y and X spectrometry. AMS or nob Ie gas ana lysis. An 
evaluation of these production rates Is possible If reliable excitation functions of 
all the Involved nuclear reactions are available In literature. 
So the purpose of this report is to give the stlltus of charged particles lind 
neutrons induced nuc lear reactions leadi ng to stab Ie and radioact ive isotopes 
indicating what excitation functions ere correctly known and what cross section 
measu rem ents are still to do. 
The table 1 lists cosmogenic nuclides of interest in this type of study. The 
main target elements from which most production of the isotopes occurs are also 
reported. 
Table 1: cosmogenic nuclides of interest in meteorite study 
Cosmogenic nuclides Half 11fe (year) Targets 
124.126,128-132.134.136 Xe stable Te, I , B a .L a, Ce 
129 1 1.6107 T e , B a ,L a,Ce 
78,80,82,83.84,86 Kr stable BrIRb,SrIY,Zr 
81Kr 2.1 105 Rb ,Sr ,Y ,Zr 
60Co 5.27 Ni 
60Fe 1. 5 106 Fe ,Ni 
59Ni 7.6 104 Fe,Ni 
56Co 79 days Fe,NI 
55Fe 2.7 Fe ,NI 
54Mn 312 days Mn,Fe,Ni 
53Mn 3.7 106 Mn,Fe,Ni 
48V 16 days Ti,Fs,Ni 
46Sc 84 days Ti,Fe,Ni 
44Ti 47.3 Ca, T i ,F e, N i 
41Ca 1.0 105 Ca IT i ,F eIN i 
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T~ble 1 ( continue) 
39,41 K stable K,Ca , T i ,Fe,N i 
40K 1.3 109 K,Ca, T i ,F8,N i 
J9Ar 269 K,Ca,Ti,Fe,Ni 
37Ar 35 days Cl,K,C~,Ti ,Fe,Ni 
36,36Ar stable Cl,K,Cs,Ti ,Fe,Ni 
36Cl 3.0 lOS CI,K,Ca , T i ,Fe , N i 
26Al 7.1 105 Mg,Al,Si ,S,Ca,Ti ,Fe,Ni 
22Na 2.6 Na,Mg,Al,Si ,S,Ca,Ti ,Fe,Ni 
20,21,22 Ne stable Na,Mg,Al,Si ,S,Ca,Ti ,Fe,Ni 
14C 5730 C,O,Mg,Al,Si ,S,Ca,Fe,Ni 
lOBe 1. 6 106 C,O,Mg,Al,Si ,S,Ca,Fe,Ni 
7Be S3 days C,O,Mg,Al,Si ,S,Ca,Fe,Ni 
3He,4He stable C,O,Mg,Al,Si ,S,Ca,Fe,Ni 
3H 12.3 C,0 ,Mg ,A l,Si ,S ,Ca ,Fe ,Ni 
Over the last 25 years, production cross sections of numerous isotopes have 
been measured by many laboratories In thin-target irradiations. 
Such measurements reQu1re a calfbrat10n of proton or neutron integrated 
fluxes obtained dur1ng the 1rrad1at1ons. Th1s cal1brat1on can be determIned usIng a 
monitor nuclear reaction of which the excitation function is we11 known . 
However, corrections are sometimes necessary if the monitor cross section 
values have changed since the time of the measurement. So, all the data shown or 
d1scussed 1n th1s report are corrected accord1ng the latest pub11shed data from the 
compilations given in references [ 1,2,3,4]. 
A- Protons induced nuclear reactions 
For every target 6nd product, three distinct energy ranges are considered and 
respectively symbolized by : 
L for low energy range (0 - 100 Mev) 
M for med1 urn energy range ( 100 Mev - 800 Mev) 
H for high energy range ( > 800 Mev) 
The letter then indicates in which energy range additional measurements are 
needed. Two letters may be used If two energy ranges must be considered. I f the 
whole energy range has to be covered, It Is 1nd1cated by a dash "-", 
On the contrary, 8 full square HDM me~lns that the excltat10n function is Quite 
we11 documented. An empty sQuore "0" indicotes thot the excitation function is also 
known but needs to be confirmed, 
No symbol means that the isotope cannot be produced in the considered taroet 
element or that the resulting product1on y1eld 1s neg11g1ble relatively to the other 
ones leading to the same isotope. 
Using this notation, the tables 2 and 3 show the present status of the 
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knowledge of the excHet10n functions concerning the production In extraterrestrial 
samples of the cosmogenic Isotopes mentioned tn the table 1. 
Taraets __________ 
C 0 He Ma Al 51 P 5 Cl K Ca 11 Mn Fe Hi 
3" 
3"0 
LM 
l 
l 
lM MH 
o 
M 
LM 
M 
o 
o 
LM 
M 
"'He 
78e 
l08e 
1-4c 
lM 
• 
o 
M 
M M M
• • • 
H 
MH o 
H 
l M 
• •
H H 
20He 
21He 
22He 
22Na 
?fiAl 
36Cl 
37Ar 
36Ar 
38Ar 
39Ar 
39K 
• 
[J 
o 
o 
• 
o 
• 
• 
• 
• 
MH 
0 
0 
0 
• 
M 
H 0 H 
MH 
o 
o 
o 
• • 
MH 
o H 
o H 
H H 
o 
o 
o 
• 
H 
o 
o 
H 
H 
• 
H 
H 
H 
H 
",oK 
<41K 
"'tea MH H H 
4Itlj 
-46Sc H MH • • 
"'8V • H • • 
53Mn 
54Hn H • • 
~5F8 
56eo 
59NI 
LM 
• 
TobIe 2: recommended additional cross section measurements of production of 
some cosmogenic isotopes regarding different proton energy ranges. 
This table suggests some remarks . Excitation functions of some long-l ived 
radloacttve 1sotopes 11ke lOBe, 14C, 26Al or 36CI are poorly known tn most target 
elements possibly because the difficulty to measure induced activities by classical 
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counting technics. Development of AMS, 8S fl wos for exomple olreody storted for 
41 Co [5), should repidly improve this siluotion {6]. 
Production of K isotopes, import8nt cosmogenic nuclides in iron meteorites, is 
also not measured for similar reason. Production of lioht noble gases Is more (Ne) 
or less (He,Ar) well-~nown and some experiments ere still to do. Others Isotopes 
ltke 414TI or 59Nl which ere not extensively studied Inmeteorttes, are also badly 
documented. 
Targets 
yRb s.- Zr Te Ba La Ce 
18Kr 
60Kr 
81Kr 
821(r 
63Kr 
64Kr 
66Kr 
1291 
12~Xe 
126Xe 
126Xe 
129Xe 
130Xe 
131Xe 
132Xe 
134Xe 
136Xe 
M 

M 

M 
M 
M 
M 
M 
M 

M 

M 
· M 
M 

M 

M 
H 
H 
H 
H 
H 
H 
H 
H 
H 
Table 3: recommended additional cross section measurements of production 
of some Kr I I and Xe isotopes regording different proton energy ranges. 
Kr production is completely unknown in Rb and Sr, Important target elements 
In meteorites. In Yand Zr I the sttuatlon Is rather good but could be stllllmprove by 
new cross section determinotions ot 600-800 Mev which corresponds to the region 
of the maximum of the excitation functions . 
Xenon data are only available 1n Ba but new irradiations in progress should 
fIll thIs laclc of cross section determinations for xenon as well as for many other 
isotopes { 7]. 
B - Neutrons induced nuclear reactions 
In spite of the large contribution of the neutron induced nuclear reactions to 
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cosmogenic nuclide productfon In meteorites and lunar samples, most of the 
excitation functions useful in this type of study are not Known. The main reason 
certainly comes from the exper1mental dIfficulty to obta1n sImultaneously 
monoenergetic neutrons and high flux intensity. 
So avai lab Ie data concern neutrons of energy between 14 and 15 Mev, energy 
range in which neutron production Is Quite possible with high flux intensity. More 
rarely, excitation functions have been measured from threshold to 25 or 30 Mev. 
but only 0 few ore useful In cosmogenic nuclide study. 
The table 4 summaries available dete of Interest In this field ( for details see 
for example reference [8] ). 
Ne Mg K 
Tergeb 
Cft tin Fe Rb Cs Ba 
20Ne 
21Ne 
22Ne 
22HlI 
36Cl 
36,37,39 Ar 
54Mn 
55Fa 
82Kr 
129,131,134Xe 
130.132Xe 
* 
0 
[J 
* 
* 
* 
* 
* 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
[] 
* data available in the energy range 0-20 Mev; 0 data available only around 14.5 Mev 
Table 4: available cross section measurements of production of some 
cosmogenic isotopes produced by neutrons. 
I t appears that production of 26Al in AI, Ar in K. Kr in Rb. Sr. Zr and Xe in La 
suffer of a lack of exper1mental data. That could suggest further work 1n a near 
future because these nuclear rellctions probably give mellsurllble cross sections at 
energy and specially around 14.5 Mev. 
References: 

[ 1) CEA-N-1466( 1) 1971. TOBAllEM et al 

(2) CEA-N-1466(3)1975. J. TOBAllEM and C.H de lASSUS St-GENIES 
(3) CEA-N-1466(4)1977. J. TOBAllEM and C.H de lASSUS St-GENIES 
(4) CEA-N-1466(S)1981. J. TOBAILEM 
[51 FINK et al. Nucl . Inst Meth. In Phis. Res . 829(1987)275 
(6) DITTRICH et al ·Cross-Sectlons for long-lived Radionuclides from .. :( this wor~shop) 
(71 MICHEL et II "Thin-Target Cross Sections for the Production of .. ."( thIs workshop) 
(8) 	MANOKHIN et al, in IAEA. Handboo~ of Nuclear Activation Data. Technical 
Reports Series No 273. IAEA. Vlenna( 1ge5)305 
65 
}-- ..~. 
CROSS SECTIONS OF NEON AND ~lYPTON ISOTOPES PRODUCED BY 
NEUTRONS; 
B. Lavlelle. H. S8uv80eon en~ P. Bertin. 

Centre d'Etudes Nuclllaires de 80rdeaux-Gradlonan , Unlverslt~ de Bordeaux I 

33170 GRADIGNAN (fRANCE) 

The lnterectlon of cosmic rays with meteoroids In space produces numerous 
species of steble 8nd rMloactlve Isotopes. Concentr8tlon of the cosmogenic 
product10n of r8re g8S m8Y 8110w determination of the exposure age. But, 8 good 
knowledge of the excitation functions of the Implied nuclear reactions Is required 
In order to take 1nto account parameters 11ke the cosm1c-ray flux, the sh1eld1ng 
depth of the sample. the s1ze end shape of the meteor01d and Its chem1c!!1 
composlt10n. 
The evaluation of the production of nucl1des 1nduced by energet1c second8ry 
neutrons 1n meteorites suffers from 8 not8ble lack of exper1mental cross sect1ons. 
So, two dHferent types of 1rradl8t1on by neutrons were performed 1n order to 
1mprove thIs sltuat10n . 
l-lrr8dlatlon of natural Mg target by neutrons of 5,7.16 and 19 
Mev 
Targets of Mg were 1rradlated by neutrons Induced by the 4 Mev Van de Graaff 
accelerator at the Centre d'Etudes Nuclea1res 8t Bruyeres-Le-Chatel (France) 1n 
collaboration with G. Haouat. Inteorated fluxes of 5. 1-8.4 10 12 partIcles of 5.7 
and 16,19 Mev neutrons were respectively produced by the nuclear react10ns 
D(d,n)3He and T(d.n)4He. 
Measured neon cross sectIons in MO are shown on the figure 1 as well 8S 
available data In literature between 14 and 15 Mev from Reedy et a1. 1979 [1] 
and Lelch et aI, 1986 [21. The cross sectIons 8re corrected for atmospheric blank 
as well as for water, C02 and doubly charged 40Ar ions contributions. 
Below 20 Mev, 22Ne can also be produced in natural Mg by the nuclear 
reaction 24Mg( n,t)22Na. The threshold of these reaction being 16.3 Mev, 
correction for 22Na decay Is only required at 19 Mev. Because the activity of 22Na 
was too low to be measured, we adopted 8 cross section value of 4.5 ± 2.0 mb as 
est1mated by Baros, 1984 [3] for 22Na product10n 1n natural Mg. 
The new measured cross sect10ns agree very well with prev10us data and so 
well complete the knowledge of the excltat10n funct10ns of neon Isotopes produced 
by neutrons below 20 Mev. 
0 
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Figure 1 : Neon cross sections induced by neutrons in natural Mg . 0 symbols are from 
thi!! wor!; ." from reference [1) and 0 from reference [2) . 22Ne value!! tire 
corrected for contribution from the 22NtI decay. 
2 0 Irradiation by neutrons in the energy range 0-180 Mev 
Targets of Al, Mg, Rb2S04, SrF2 and Y were irradiated with the Medium 
Energy Intense Neutron facll1ty ( MEIN) at the Brookhaven 200 Mev LlNAC In 
collaboration with S. Katcoff and Y. Y. Chu . Character1sttcs of the neutron energy 
flux were prevIously descr1bed by collaborators (4]. It appears to be almost flat 
between 25 Mev and 180 Mev accordIng the calculat10ns by Alsmller et a1. (1975) 
[5] . 
The f1gure 2 shows the expected shape of neutrons energy d1strlbut1on for the 
1(13 [ ----___ 
dc;>/dE (arbitrary units) 
102 
101 
Ent'r''))' (Mt'v) 
100 I • I ' I ' I • ! • I . I • I . I 1 . \ , 
a 20 40 60 80 lOa 120 140 160 180 200 
Figure 2 : Expected shape of neutron energy distribution In the irradiation with 
the Medium Energy Intense Neutron ftlcility ( MEIN) tit the Broo!;hl2ven 200 Mev LlNAC 
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irradiations. deduced from reference [4] and [5] end ceJibreted et lower energy 
after the mesured activity of 88Rb prOduced by the nuclear reaction 
87Rb( n,y)8SRb. 
An Irradiation time of 2 hours provided us a neutron fluence of about 5 10 14 
partlcles. 
The measured production ratios of 20,21.22Ne in AI. Ng end 78.60-66Kr in 
Rb. Sr. Y which represent the first experimental dete obtained In the energy renge 
0-180 Mev. are respectively given In the tebles 1 and 2. 
Isotope NO Al 
21Mo 
( atomes/g) 
3.31,10 
"17 
1.09.10 '1 
6 
20M8/ 21 Me 0.965 
19 
0.576 
29 
22Ne/ 21 Ne 0.556* 
17 
1.066 * 
21 
22N8/ 21 N8 1.21 t 
10 
2.46 t 
20 
I 
* 22Ne corrected for contribution from 22Na decay 
t including contribution from 22Na decay 
Table 1 : Production ratios of 20.22Ne/ 21 Ne In Mg and AI by the Irradiation with 
the Medium Energy Intense Neutron facility ( MEIN) at the ~rookhaven 200 Mev LlNAC 
The ratios of 22Ne/21 Ne (Including 22Na decay) In Ng and especially In Al 
are higher than those currently observed In meteorites. This result Indicates the 
Influence of the Ng and Al concentrations on neon production ratiOS In meteorite 
samples from shielded locations. where neutron flux can be developed. 
Krypton data suooest some remarKS. The ratio 76Kr/63Kr Is significantly 
lower in Rb than in Sr or Y targets, implying a chemlcel effect on the 76Kr 
production in Rb rich or poor meteorites relatively to Sr and Y abundances. The 
ratios 80Kr/83Kr and 82Kr/83Kr do not show any target dependence. probably due 
to the entire (83Kr) or almost entire (80Kr.82Kr) cumulative production yield of 
these isotopes. That gives a nearly constant 81Kr/83Kr production ratio of about 
38.5 when calculated using the method suggested by Nerti, 1967 [6] where 
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P61 :c 0.95*0.5*[ 80Kr /83Kr l' 82Kr /83Kr]. 
However, the measured rat10s 81 Kr /83Kr gIve much lower val ues and vary by 
about 15~ show1ng 8 clear dependence with the target elements. These varlatlons 
only concern a limited range of neutron energy and should be less Important 1f the 
total productIon y1eld Is considered. But, some IHUe chemistry effects could be 
Induced In sh1elded locatIons of meteorites. 
isotope Rb Sr Y 
83Kr 
( ctomes/g) 
8.75,10 
" 44 
2.73, 10 11 
14 
1.46.10 11 
7 
J 
! 
76Kr /63Kr 2.01 
6 
2.79 
2 
2.87 
6 
I 
, 
I 
80Kr /83Kr 21.42 
41 
21.36 
12 
21.89 
16 
I 
81Kr /83Kr 31.62 
45 
32.14 
23 
35.81 
19 
82Kr /83Kr 59.97 
40 
58 .87 
33 
59.73 
31 
63Kr 100 100 100 
84Kr /83Kr 129.53 
47 
70 .9 
2 .2 
47.39 
26 
85Kr /83Kr 6.61 
4 
4.92 
7 
.60 
3 
86Kr /83Kr 5.48 
18 
2.1 
8 
-­
.20 
2 
Tabl.!l_ 2 : Production ratios of k.rypton in Rb. Sr and Y targets by the irradiation with 
the Medium Energy Inten!5e Neutron facility (MEIN) at the Brook.haven 200 Mev L1NAC 
Compared with Kr production induced by protons in Y [7], the 84Kr and 86Kr 
data seem to confirm expected trends according to systematics of nuclear reaction 
channels induced by neutrons. The productions appear to be higher by incident 
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neutrons than by incident protons. These discrepancies can mainly be attrtbuted to 
the nuclear reactions: 89Y(n.a2n)84Kr. 89Y(n,3pn)86Kr whIch have no 
equivalent chennels by incident protons In the same target. 
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The fl~x of cosmic raya in the inner solar system changes with time. At 
least some of these variations are known to be due to solar modulation. While 
the recent cosmic ray flux has been studied by satellites and terrestrial 
radionuclide production rates (e.g. atmospheric 14C). cosmic-ray-produced 
stable and radioactive nuclides in meteorites are widely used to study past 
variations of the cosmic ray flux. Galactic cosmic rays (GCR) dominate the 
average intensity of energetic particles above about 200 MeV. Therefore, long 
term variations, as observed in meteoritic 38Ar versus 40K_41K production rates, 
may also reflect changes :In the interstellar medium (l~2), It is expected that 
solar modulation would mainly affect low energy particles and change the ener­
gy spectrum of GCR, while changes in the interstellar medium may affect the 
flux at all energies. The depth dependence of the production rates in meteo­
rites is, at the present time, not sufficiently well known to decide between 
these possibilities. 
Timescale 10L109a: The radionuclide 40J( (1.3 JI: 109a) relative to stable 
41K measured in iron meteorites indicates that the intensity of the cosmic ray 
flux on a 1Ga time scale was smaller than the present one (3,2). It was sug­
gested that this increase may have taken place less than 200 Ma ago (2). The 
long half-life of 40K renders the 40K_41K method inappropriate for tests of 
1291flux changes on this time scale. A new method (4) involving (1.6 x 107a) 
and stable 129Xe in troilite inclusions of iron meteorites is now being de­
veloped to constrain the time of change. This method is self-correcting for 
the shielding de6,endence of the production rates. The reactions 128Te (n,y, 
S-) 1291 and 13 Te (n, 2n, S-) 1291 are both important and are especially suita­
ble when low-energy secondary particles are predominant. For complex exposure 
hist ories, the assumed self-correction for shielding is violated, and the 
method may prove useful in identifying complex exposure histories. The nu­
clide 146Sm (1.03 x 108a) would present another most useful GCR flux monitor. 
Timescale 105-107a): A decade ago, a systematic calibration of the LINe 
production rate in chondrites was carried out to test for possible variations 
of the cosmic ray flux during the past few million years (5). Three of the 
calibrations, using radioisotopes of different half-lives (22Na, 81Kr, 53Mn) , 
were in very good agreement, indicating that the cosmic ray flux was constant 
over 105-106a time scales. These calibrations were extended to lOBe (6) and 
confirmed more recently for 81Kr (7). On the other hand, production rates, 
based on 26Al (7.2x 105a), did not agree with this result. However, these 
26Al- based on production rates, are based on chondrites of very short ex­
posur~ ages, and such exposure ages were recently found to indicate complexi­
ties in their exposure histories (6). If confirmed, this objection to a con­
stant cosmic ray flux during the last 107a would be removed. 
References: (1) Jokipii J. R. and Marti K. (1986) IN THE GALAXY AND THE 
SOLAl{ SYSTEM; R. Smoluchowski, J. N. Bahcall, M. S. Matthews, Eds., Univ. of 
Ariz. Press, Tucson, 116-128, (2) Marti K., Lavielle B. and Regnier S. (1984) 
Lunar and Planet. Science XV, Lunar and Planet. Inst., Houston, 511-512, (3) 
Voshage H. (1984) Earth Planet. Sci. Lett. 71, 181-194, (4) Marti K, (1986) 
Workshop on Cosmogenic Nuclides, LPI Tech. Rpt., 86-06, Lunar and Planet. Inst., 
Houston, 49-51, (5) Nishiizumi K., Regnier S. and Marti K. (1980) Earth Planet. 
Sci. Lett. 50, 156-170, (6) Moniot R. K. et a1. (1983) Geochim. Cosmochim. Acta 
!!.' 1887-95,-(7) Eugster o. (1988) Geochim--:- Cosmochim. Acta 52, 1649-1662, (8) 
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on Parent Bodies, Meteoritics, Abstracts, 52nd Met. Soc., Vienna (in press). 
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SIMULATION OF COSMOGENIC NUCLIDE PRODUCTION, J.Masarik and 
P.Povinec, Dept. of Nuclear Physics, Comenius University, 
Mlynska dolina, 842 15 Bratislava,Czechoslovakia 
Galactic cosmic ray (GCR) can cause changes in 
extraterrestrial objects 1 ike meteorites, lunar samples and 
cosmic dust in different way. Those that are quanti tat i vely 
important include the development of a secondary flux of 
particles under GCR bombardment, the slowing of charged 
particles by ionization energy losses,the moderation of 
neutrons, and the reaction of primary and secondary particles 
with nuclei of the solid body, which lead to a production of 
wide variety of stable and radioactive cosmogenic nuclides. 
Which process dominates depends on the type and the energy of 
the incoming particle and on the nature of the object exposed 
to this radiation 1. e. its size, chemical composition etc. 
[1]. The goal of the theoretical model developed here is to 
calculate, with prec1s1on adequate for compa.r-ison with 
experiment the expected yield of daughter nuclides and the 
depth and size dependence of their concentration. By comparing 
the measured activities of nuclides with half-lives ranging 
8from a few years to 10 years with calculated production rates 
it is possible to determine the average cosmic ray intensity 
over different periods of time . 
Our method of calculating production rates of cosmogenic 
nuclides is based on the following expression 
E x( E' )(jk 
Q I dE N(E) II I d 3 r Wk(rt,E:E) (1) n dE' inel (E' )
(jk
k 0 V 
n 
,,,,here Q is the product ion rate in a chosen region of space 
n 
./ , (j~(E' ) is the cross section for the production of x-type 
n i( 
nuclide by k-type incident particle with the energy E', N(E) 
Ls the energet ic spectrum of primary particles, (j~nel (E') is 
~h~ inelastic collision cross section of k-type particle with 
~he energy E', w(rt,E' ,E) is the inelastic collision density 
IJr the k-type particle with energy E' at the position rt. The 
oasic problem, the solution of transport equation of hadron 
c~3cade using Monte Carlo (MC) method is in the final analysis 
r e duced to the calculation of the quantity 
(2 )Wijk(E) J dJr dE Wklrt,E' ,E) 
r . . 
1J 
whe re r ..=( E. , r.. 1) x V.. The calculat ion of the funct ional 
1J 1 1+ J 
'lI .. using the MC method is based on the estimation of the 
lJk 
average quantit y estimator which is defined on the region n of 
all possi ble trajectories ex. of chosen Markovian process [2l, 
which represents the process of the hadron cascade. Therefore 
we can wri te 
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E(Z) f Z(a) dP(a) (3) 
Q 
where E is the average value, a is the random realization of 
Markovian process (trajectory), P is the probability 
distribution defined on Q. 
We have used within our calculations two expressions for 
the considered estimators. For the first the estimator is 
defined as 
Zijk(a) = N (4) 
where N = 1,2,3, is the number of inelastic collisions of 
cascade particles of k-type belonging to the cascade and 
represented by the tree a in region r ij' The second type 
estimator is defined as 
M 
L (1) w (5)wijk(a) m 
m=l 
where M is the number of cascade particles belonging to the 
cascade represented by the tree a, which range crossed the 
region r .. , w~ ~) is the - probabil ity that m-th particle of type 
1 J 1 J 
1, which range crossed the region r ..1J undergo an inelastic 
interaction in this region. 
The simulation of Markovian process is started by choice 
of primary particle charakterist ics. The part icle history is 
followed taking into account its multiple Coulomb scattering 
up to the moment of the inelastic interaction. The choice of a 
random angle for the primary particle direction which has 
undergone multiple scattering is realized using the Gaussian 
distribution with quadratic angle deviation given by the Rossi 
formula [3]. The charakteristic feature of collisions at these 
energies is the origin of new hadrons. They have enough energy 
to undergo further inelastic collision and to produce next 
generation of secondary particles. The multiplicities of each 
type of secondary particles originating in hadron-nucleon 
collision have been calculated using the following equation 
2d N.
-i- f E. -;---,=J,"=- d p dQ (6 )K.. = 1J i J 
where E. is the kinetic energy of an incident particle in the 
1 
laboratory system, E. is the kinetic (in the case of pion ­
J 
total) energy of j-type secondary particle in the laboratory 
system. This quantity is further corrected for excitations of 
the target nucleus. We have used correction 
K. . = K~. (1-E IE.) (7)1J 1J ex 1 
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where E is the nucleus excitation energy. The succesive 
ex 
choice of always a higher generation of secondary particles is 
performed up to the case when the generated particle has 
momentum less than Pef = 0.3 GeV/c or its momentum is in the 
interaction place less than the threshold momentum for 
production of the next generation of secondary part icles or 
the particle leaves the target region. Except for the last 
case the investigated particle is followed within the low 
energy simulation . High energy collisions and also collisions 
at lower energies transform the target nuclei mainly through 
spallation and evaporation processes to radioactive or stable 
nuclei. Amongst strongly interacting hadrons it is sufficient 
to consider only protons, neutrons and pions. Other hadrons 
and electromagnetic cascades play only minor role in the 
development of the hadronic cascade and therefore they are 
considered only from the point of view of energy conservation. 
The sampling of cascade process is stopped when all particles 
generated in interactions of the primary particle are 
real ized. 
In the development of hadronic cascade we consider the 
following processes : inelastic nuclear reactions, elastic 
scattering, ionization and excitation of target atoms, decay 
of particles. Because we do not know all exclusive 
distribution function for the description of the inelastic 
interaction, we have used for their modelling procedures which 
are in agreement only with kinematic corrections and which are 
real ised by sat isfying fundamental laws such as 
energy-momentum and charge conservation. In our calculations 
we have used experimentally obtained functions, too . For 
example functions which give the secondary particles 
distribution as a function of the longitudinal PL and 
perpendicular component of their momenta in thePT 
hadron-nucleon centre of mass system. 
Having the inelastic collision density the depth 
dependence and the energy dependence of the product ion rates 
of cosmogenic nuclides with consideration of contribution from 
the evaporation processes are calculated as 
~ x( inelP . 
J 
(E) ~ ~ijk ~k Ei)/~k (E i ) (8 ) 
k,i 
We have used experimental values of total inelastic cross 
sections for interaction of above mentioned hadrons with 
target nuclei. In the region above 10 GeV/c we have supposed 
that the total cross section is constant. The main drawback of 
the method is connected with the uncertainities in the cross 
sections . In the case of known chemical composition of the 
target effective values of cross sections have been used 
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ef (9 )O"k Lwn O"kn 
where k is the type of the incident particle, w is the 
n 
relative statistical weight of n-type of target nuclei which 
gives the probability of its occurance, O"kn is the inelastic 
interaction cross section for a k-type particle with an n-type 
nucleus. The elastic scattering cross sections have been 
calculated using the formula 
1 06O"el (A) = 6.38 A . [mb] (10) 
We assume an isotropic flux of cosmic ray protons. The form of 
the spectrum [4] used in our calculations takes into account 
the influence of solar activity on the galactic CR intensity 
through the modulation parameter ~ 
T(T+2E ) (T+~+m)-O 
JCT,~) = A o ( 11) 
(T+~) CT+2E +~)
o 
where T (MeV) is the proton kinetic energy, E its rest 
o 8 
energy, ~ is the modulation parameter (MeV), A=9.9xlO 
-40=2.65, m=780exp(-2.5xl0 ) . The parameter ~ acquire the value 
100 MeV for the unmodulated GCR fl ux, 300 Mev for the so lar 
minimum and 650 MeV for the average GCR flux [4]. This 
spectrum was corrected for the non-proton contribution, which 
can be estimated to be as high as 35-40%. 
The method was tested and calibrated on simulation of 
22 . 10 36 53 26Na productIon. Be, Cl, Mn an Al were used for 
invest igat ion of the cosmic ray behaviour in the past. The 
calculations were done for a target having the form of an 
infinite layer of material in the case of lunar samples and 
the form of the sphere wi th radius corresponding to the one 
half of the maximum dimension of real sample in the case of 
meteorites. For the purpose of invest igat ion of product ion 
rate profi les the targets were divided into sublayers with 
2
thickness of 20 g/cm . The effective chemical composition was 
taken to be in comformity with that of real samples. A 
comparison of calculated and measured depth dependence of the 
production rates of 22Na in Apollo 15 samples [5] has 
shown that the best agreement was found for the modulat ion 
parameter ~=650 MeV, which correspons to an average GCR flux a 
few years before the sample collection [6]. 
A comparison of calculated and measured results for lOBe 
and 53Mn in deep core lunar samples has shown a disagreement 
which is not at present well understood [7]. The calculated 
curves follows the shape of the experimental dependence, but 
at small depth there is an overproduction. The best agreement 
has been found for the modulation parameter ~=200 MeV, which 
53 
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indica~e ~ha~ ~hese nuclides were produced mos~ly by an 
unmodula~ed OCR rlux. 
Fi~ . l shows resul~ or calcula~ions or produc~ion ra~es or 
Hn in ~he ALHA me~eori~e. The proriles or ~he dep~h 
dependence are muchrla~~er ~han ~ha~ calcula~ed ror ~he Hoon, 
~ha~ can be explained by ~he iso~ropic irradia~ion or ~he 
me~eori~e rrom all sides and ~he saMe value (in order) or 
in~erac~ion len~~h or OCR and ~he size or ~he .e~eori~e. Bu~ 
in spi~e or ~ha~ ~he weak decrease or produc~ion ra~e in ~he 
direc~ion ~o ~he surrace is visible. This decrease is 
dependen~ on ~he radius or nte~eori ~e and ~he dependence has 
~he same charac"t,er as ~he dependence or cen~ral ac~ivi~y on 
~he errec~ive me~eori~e radius [8], 
~ <400.0 -~----------------------------,J 
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Fi~.l. 53Hn cen~ral ac~ivi~y as a runc~ion or me~eori~e's 
radius.Experimen~al da~a are ~aken rrom [9]. 
A~ presen~ we are s~udyin~ a possible applica~ion or 
~he in~ranuclear cascade model and ~he uncer~ain~ies or ~he 
developed me~hod ror a be~~er unders~andin~ or ~he discovered 
disa~reemen~ be~ween ~he calcula~ed and measured resul~s. 
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Prediction of Thin-Target Cross Sections of Neutron-Induced Reactions 
up to 200 MeV; R. Michel and H. Lange, Zentraleinrichtung fur Strahlen­
schutz, Universitat Hannover, F.R.G. 
Nuclear reactions induced by secondary neutrons are the most important 
production modes of cosmogenic nuclides by galactic cosmic ray (GCR) par­
ticles in extraterrestrial matter. Only in cosmic dust and in very small 
meteoroids (R < 10 em) the contributions of charged primary and secondary 
GCR particles exceed that of secondary neutrons. There are two important 
differences between neutrons and charged particle fields in meteoroids and 
planetary surfaces, e.g. [1]. First, the differential spectra are complete­
ly different, those of secondary neutrons decreasing monotonically with 
increasing energy, while those of charged particle show maxima around 100 
MeV/A due to the action of electronic stopping at lower energies (fig. 1). 
This difference causes neutrons with energies below 100 MeV to out range the 
protons by far. The second difference is with respect to depth and size 
dependences of particle fluxes. Secondary protons show a transition maximum 
around meteoroid radii of 30 em, while secondary neutrons have not yet 
reached the maximum at a radius of 65 em. Also the fluxes (E > 10 MeV) of 
secondary neutrons are higher than those of protons by up to a factor of 3 
in L-chondrites with radii below 65 em (fig. 2). 
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Fig. 1: Spectra of protons (primary + secondary) and secondary neutrons in 
the center of an L-chondrite with a radius of 40 em irradiated with galactic 
protons. The data are normalized to an integral flux of primary protons of 
-2 -11 cm s . 
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Fig. 2: Fluxes of primary and secondary protons and of secondary neutrons 
in the center of L-chondrites irradiated with GCR protons. The data are 
2normalized to an integral flux of primary protons of 1 cm- s-l. 
Consequently, neutron-induced reactions dominate the production of cosmoge­
nic nuclides in normal-sized meteoroids and in planetary surfaces. Cross 
sections for n-induced reactions are most important for an accurate model­
ling of the production of cosmogenic nuclides in extraterrestrial matter. 
However, the available data base shows up with strongly differing quality 
depending on the neutron energy. At energies below 1 MeV, where besides 
some exceptional (n,p)- and (n,4 He )-reactions only neutron capture is of 
importance, there exists a comprehensive and accurate data base, e.g. [2], 
intended to satisfy the needs of nuclear technology. For the target nuc­
lides of interest for meteoritics as well as for lunar and planetary 
. 14 	 35 59 79,81 128 131 149 152SCl.ence, such as N, Cl, Co, Br, Te, Ba, Sm, Eu, 
157Gd, and 186w, the required nuclear and cross section data exist and 
isotopic anomalies can be satisfactorily interpreted in the framework of 
existing models [3,4]. With these reactions we will not deal here further. 
For neutron energies above 1 MeV the knowledge about production cross sec­
tions is completely insufficient. The existing data are nearly exclusively 
restricted to energies below 30 MeV using the T(d,n)4He or 7Li (p,n)7Be 
reactions as neutron sources. Moreover, most measurements are closely clus­
tered around En = 14.7 MeV and only a few excitation functions have been 
measured over a larger energy range. A survey on compilations and evalua­
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tions of the existing data may be found elsewhere [5]. At higher energies 
either deuteron break-up, (p,n)- or spallation reactions are used as neu­
tron sources. For all these fast neutron irradiation facilities experimen­
tal problems arise from the fact that the neutron beams are either not 
monoenergetic or have too low intensities. Details on the related experi­
mental techniques may be found elsewhere [6]. Though the number of fast 
neutron irradiation facilities is increasing it will take several years 
until the necessary experimental data will be available. 
In order to overcame this problem we started a programme to predict thin­
target excitation functions for neutron-induced reactions for neutron ener­
gies up to 200 MeV on the basis of the hybrici model of preequilibrium reac­
tions [7]. The capability of this model to predict unknown excitation func­
tions and to perform a priori calculations of nuclear reactions cross sec­
tions for a wide variety of reactions types is an outstanding feature of 
this theory. However, there are distinct differences in the quality of such 
calculations depending on the type of bombarding particle and on the excit­
ation energies of the reacting systems. For p-induced reactions up to 200 
MeV this model finally proved to be well capable to predict cross sections 
for the production of radionuclides from a wide range of target elements 
[8,9, and references therein]. 
A first set of excitation functions [10,11] was calculated using the hybrid 
model in the form of the code ALICE LIVERMORE 82 [12]. The calculated ex­
citation functions were used successfully to interprete the experimental 
production rates measured in the course of the experiment CERN SC-96 
[13,14]. Here, we report on a new data base, the excitation functions of 
which were calculated by the code ALICE LIVERMORE 87 [15], which is an 
extended version of the former one. This recent version of the hybrid model 
[15] of preequilibrium (PE) reactions has several advantages compared to 
the earlier versions. It contains some improvements which are essential for 
such calculations. First, it allows to use experimental nuclide masses as 
far as available. Secondly, it allows for the choice of broken exciton 
numbers, thus taking into account the statistical distribution of different 
possible initial exciton configurations. A detailed discussion of this 
feature was given by Blann and Vonach [16]. Thirdly, it takes into account 
multiple PE decay, allowing for both the eroQssion of more than one nucleon 
from a single exciton configuration and for the PE emission of several 
nucleons in sequential exciton configurations. 
The new data base "ZFS-NSIG-89 n up to now contains thin-target excitation 
functions for the target elements Na, Mg, Al, Si, K, Ca, Ti, V, Mn, Fe, Co, 
Ni, Cu, Rb, Sr, Y, Zr, Ba, and La for neutron energies between 1 and 200 
MeV. With regard to the product nuclides it covers all relevant cosmogenic 
radionuclides as well as stable rare gas isotopes with the exceptions 
stated below. For the long-lived and stable products the data are cummula­
tive, i.e. they contain the contributions of short lived progenitors. 
Exemplarily, in fig. 3 the excitation functions for the neutron-induced 
production of 53Mn from Mn, Fe and Ni are shown . 
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There are no cross sections for the production of H- and He-isotopes and 
there still are some important target elements as e.g. 0 and C for which we 
do not have calculations. For the latter target elements the capabilities 
of the hybrid model are currently being tested for p-induced reactions. 
The comparison of the calculated cross sections with experimental data in 
the low energy (En < 30 MeV) region shows the same good quality of the 
calculations as was earlier observed for proton-induced reactions for vari­
ous target elements [9]. A comparison of excitation functions for the same 
target element/product combinations demonstrates that there can be strong 
differences between the cross sections of neutron- and proton-induced reac­
tions and that the often made assumption of neutron cross sections being 
equal to those of proton-induced reactions is not j~stified (e.g. fig. 4). 
The calculated neutron cross sections have been successful used to calcu­
late the depth and size dependent production rates measured in a number of 
600 MeV simulation experiments [13,14] as well as for dosimetry purposes in 
radiation damage experiments in spallation neutron sources [17]. It has, 
however, to be stated that these neutron cross section just are first aid 
to satisfy our cross section needs for neutron-induced reactions. Measured 
data will easily replace them as soon they are available. 
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Fig. 3: Calculated excitation functions for the neutron-induced production 
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by Charqed-~artic1e-Induced a.actions; R. Michel, R. Bodemann, M. Lupke, 
Zentraleinrichtung fur Strahlenschutz, Universitat Hannover, F.R.G.; U. 
Herpers, B. Dittrich, Abteilung Nuklearchemie, Universitat zu Koln, F.R.G. 
Thin-target cross sections for charged-particle-induced reactions 
provide the basis for a quantitative description of the production of cos­
mogenic nuclides by solar cosmic ray (SCR) particles. Combining reliable 
excitation functions of the underlying nuclear reactions with depth-depen­
dent SCR particle spectra. resulting from s~ple stopping calculations, SCR 
effects can be accurately described. Also any modelling of the interactions 
of galactic cosmic rays (GCR) with terrestrial and extraterrestrial matter 
depends on accurate reaction data, though the occurences of GCR interac­
tions with matter are much more complex and in spite of the fact that char­
ged particles in most cases only contribute to a minor degree to the GCR 
production of cosmogenic nuclides. 
Solar and galactic cosmic ray particles consist of about 90 % protons and 
10 % alpha-particles, both particle types having roughly the same spectra 
as function of energy per nucleon. Thus, protons are the most ~portant 
ones. But for an accurate modelling the complete knowledge of the cross 
sections of both proton- and alpha-induced reactions is necessary. A survey 
on the cosmogenic nuclides of interest and the target elements to be con­
sidered is given in table 1 without claiming completeness for this compila­
tion. 
Unfortunately, up to now the cross section data base is neither complete 
nor accurate. For many cosmogenic nuclides of interest no data exist at 
all. Moreover, many of the experimental data reported in the past suffer 
from severe lack of accuracy, so that often there are uncertainties of up 
to an order of magnitude when looking for non-evaluated experimental data. 
Such uncertainties do neither allow for tests of nuclear reaction models 
nor are they tolerable for the various applications of high-energy integral 
cross sections, in particular for an accurate modelling of cosmic ray in­
teractions with matter. 
Therefore a research program was initiated to measure the required exci­
tation functions and to establish a consistent set of cross sections for 
the p- and alpha-induced production of cosmogenic nuclides from most rele­
vant target elements. Irradiations and measurements are done in collabora­
tion of groups from Ahmedabad, Cologne, Hannover, Julich, Philadelphia, 
Studsvik, Zurich, and Uppsala. Thin-target cross sections for the produc­
tion of stable and radioactive nuclides by proton-induced reactions on 0, 
Mg, AI, Si, Ca, Ti, V, Mn, Fe, Co, Ni, Cu, Zr, Rh, Ba, and Au are measured 
up to 2600 MeV using accelerators at GWI/Uppsala (Ep < 200 MeV), CERN/ 
Geneve (E = 600 MeV), LANL/Los Alamos (E = 800 MeV), and Saclayp p 

(Ep = 1200 and 2600 MeV). For alpha-induced reactions former measurements 

[1] are extended with respect to target element and product nuclide cover­
________________ _ 
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Table 1: 	Survey on target elements to be considered for the production of 
cosmogenic nuclides in meteoroids by charged-particle-induced 
reactions. ~l cross sections must be cummulative with regard to 
shortlived progenitors. This table neglects nuclides as 46sc , 48v , 
51Cr , 54Mn, 56co , 57Co , 58Co , which can be importance in freshly 
fallen meteorites. * of interest for alpha-induced reactions only. 
~~____________L_______________________________________PRODUCTS T1 2 TARGET ELEMENTS 
Na 2.6 a Na Mg ~ Si S Ca 
60Co 5.26 a Ni 
3H 12.3 a C 0 Mg Al Si S 
44Ti 47.3 a Ca Ti Fe Ni 
14C 5.73 ka o Mg Al Si S Ca 
59Ni 75. ka Fe* Ni 
36Cl 300. ka K Ca Fe Ni 
26AI 716. ka Na* Mg Al Si S Ca 
41Ca 103. ka K Ca Ti Fe Ni 
81Kr 210. ka Sr y Zr 
lOBe 1.6 Ma C o Mg Al Si S 
53Mn 3.7 Ma Mn Fe Ni 
129r 15.7 Ma Ba La REE 
40 K 1.28 Ga K Ca Ti Fe Ni 
He stable C o Mg Al Si S 
Ne stable Na Mg Al Si S Ca 
Ar stable S * Cl K Ca Ti Fe 
Kr stable Br Rb Sr y Zr 
Xe stable Ba La REE 
Fe Ni 
Ca re Ni 
Fe Ni 
Ti Fe Ni 
Ca Fe Ni 
Ca Fe Ni 

Fe Ni 

Ni 

age in order to establish production cross sections for stable and long­
lived cosmogenic nuclides by irradiations at PSr/Wurenlingen and at 
KFA/Julich. 
The stacked-foil technique is used to investigate proton- and alpha-ener­
gies up to 200 MeV. Above 200 MeV single energy points are investigated in 
order to minimize interferences from secondary particles. Gamma- and X­
spectrometry as well as conventional and accelerator mass spectrometry are 
used to measure the residual nuclides, in particular all relevant cosmoge­
nic nuclides. Up to now, final results were obtained for short- and medium­
lived nuclides. The measurements for longlived nuclides as well as the data 
evaluation still are going on. Also the mass spectrometric measurements are 
not yet finished. First data for a p-energy of 600 MeV were already pub­
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Fig. 2: Survey on 	cross sections reported by other authors for the reaction 
54Fe (p,2pxn) Mn. 
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lished [2,3]. The new data represent a consistent data set of thin-target 
cross sections of more than 300 individual spallation reactions. Together 
with the cross sections for proton energies up to 200 MeV measured earlier 
by our group [4,5], and references therein, they give the complete excita­
tion functions from the thresholds up to 2600 MeV. As an exemple, the ex­
citation function for the production of 54Mn from iron measured by our 
group is presented in fig. 1. A comparison with all the data reported up to 
now by other authors for this reaction (fig. 2) emphasizes the advantage of 
a consistent data base and demonstrates the necessity to use only evaluated 
data for model calculations. 
Though not all experimental cross sections are available right now, it is 
possible to perform a critical review of earlier e x perimental data and to 
to do some comparison of the new data with the results of model calcula­
tions. The e x isting data already now allow for a discussion of the quality 
of parametric models [6,7], which are often used for the calculation of 
spallation cross sections. However, a comparison of the new experimental 
data with those calculated by Rudstam's CDMDG formula [6] and by the formu­
la proposed by Silberberg and Tsao [7] using the code SPALL by Routti and 
Sandberg [8) in the energy range from 600 to 2600 MeV showed partially 
discrepancies. Though considerable improvements have been achieved in the 
more recent formula [7], in particular with respect to the production of 
light fragments, for many nuclides theory and experiment deviate by more 
than a factor of two (figs. 3 and 4). It has to be emphasized that the cal­
culational accuracy obtained so far by the semiempirical formulas is not 
sufficient for model calculations of cosmogenic nuclides. 
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induced reactions at 2600 MeV as function of mass difference be­
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lated by Rudstam's CDMDG formula [6], the e x perimental data are 
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tween target and product nuclei. The theoretical data were calcu­
lated by the semiempirical formula by Silberberg and Tsao [7J,the 
experimental data are exclusively from our work. 
Further, the question of theoretical predictions of thin-target cross sec­
tions on the basis of theories of nuclear reaction theories is adressed. 
For this purpose hybrid model calculations using the code ALICE LIVERMORE 
87 [9J for p-energies up to 200 MeV were performed, which demonstrated the 
same excellent quality of a priori calculations as observed before [5]. For 
higher energies Monte Carlo calculations of the intranuclear cascade were 
performed using the high energy transport code HETC/KFA-2 within the newly 
developed HERMES code system [10J. Absolute production cross sections were 
obtained by evaluating the history of residual nuclei. First results on the 
target element Fe look very promising [2]. Presently, these calculations 
are extended to other target elements in order to obtain a systematic sur­
vey on the quality of such calculations and on the possibility to reliably 
predict unknown excitation functions. 
References: [1] R. Michel et al., Radiochimica Acta 32 (1983) 173. [2J R. 
Michel et al., The Analyst 114 (1989) 287 and Nucl. Instr. Meth. Phys. Res. 
B42 (1989) 76 .. [3] R. Michel et a1., in: Progress Report on Nuclear Data 
Research in the Federal Republic of Germany for the Period April, 1st, 1987 
to March, 31th, 1988, NEANDC(E)-292 U Vol. V INDC(Ger)-32/LN+Special (1988) 
25. [4] 	 R. Michel, R. Stuck, J. Geophys. Res. (Suppl.) 89 B (1984) 673. · [5J 
R. Michel et al., Nucl. phys. A 441 (1985) 617. [6J G. Rudstam, Z. Naturf. 
21a 	 (1966) 1027. [7J R. Silberberg, C.H. Tsao, Astrophys. J .. Suppl. 25 
(1973) 315. [8] J.T. Routti, J.V. Sandberg, Compo Phys. Comm. 23 (1981) 
411. [9] M. Blann, J. Bisplinghoff, J., UCID-19614 (1982) and M. Blann, 
priv. comm. (1987). {10] P. Cloth et al., Jul-2203 (1988). Acknowledgment 
This work was supported by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft. 
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Monte Car10 Mode11ing o~ the Production of Cosmogenic Huc1ides in 
Extraterrestria1 Matter by Ga1actic Cosmic Ray Partic1es; R. Michel, 
Zentraleinrichtung fuer Strahlenschutz, Universitaet Hannover, Hannover, 
F.R.G., P. Dragovitsch, G. Dagge, F. Cloth, D. Filges, Institut fuer Kern­
physik, KFA Juelich, Juelich, F.R.G. 
Monte Carlo (MC) techniques provide a tool to describe quantitatively the 
complex occurences of high energy hadronic interactions with matter on the 
basis of current nuclear physics models and have been successfully applied 
in various fields of basic and applied sciences. In particular, MC calcula­
tions with the HERMES code system [1] have been extremely successful in 
describing the production of residual nuclides in a number of 600 MeV 
thick-target irradiation experiments performed in order to simulate the 
production of cosmogenic nuclides in meteoroids [2,3]. Based on the ex­
perience from this validation a new model for the production of cosmogenic 
nuclides in extraterrestrial matter by galactic cosmic ray particles was 
proposed [4]. 
In this model the size- and depth-dependent production rates of cosmogenic 
nuclides are calculated for meteoroids as well as for planetary surfaces by 
combining the depth- and size-dependent spectra of primary and secondary 
particles resulting from MC calculations with composition-weighted thin­
target production cross sections of the contributing nuclear reactions. The 
advantage of this method is that it strictly distinguishes between two 
completey different physical quantities, namely the spectra of the primary 
and secondary GCR particles in the respective material on the one hand and 
the cross sections of the underlying nuclear reactions on the other. This 
allows to derive from one set of MC calculations the depth- and size-depen­
dent production rates of all cosmogenic nuclides wanted. Moreover, the 
calculations can easily be extendend to a new nuclides if the respective 
cross sections are at hand. Presently, the cross sections for p-induced 
reactions are based on an evaluated set of experimental data and on our own 
recent data [2,3,5]. Those for n-induced reactions are calculated ones [6] 
using the code ALICE LIVERMORE 87 [7]. Still existing gaps in the experi­
mental cross sections were closed in the same way. 
MC calculations using the HERMES system were performed for GCR protons 
irradiating stony meteoroids, some selected irons and the lunar surface 
(compare also [8, 9]). The spectra of primary protons, secondary protons 
and secondary neutrons as function of size of and depth inside an extra­
terrestrial body were derived for energies between 1 MeV and 10 GeV in case 
of protons, while the neutrons were followed from 10 GeV to thermal ener­
gies. However, for a complete description of GCR interactions galactic He­
nuclei must be taken into account, because their contribution makes up 30 % 
of the total GCR interactions with respect to both the number of nucleons 
as well as to the energy input. In our present calculations He-nuclei are 
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only taken into account by assuming them to break up immediately in the 
first collision and further to act in the same way as primary GCR protons. 
Thus, all production rates due to proton-induced reactions have to be 
scaled up by a factor of 1.3. The exact calculations for GCR He-nuclei will 
be performed in due course. 
As primary GCR proton spectrum an average of the observed spectra during 
times of a quiet sun (1965, M - 450 MV) and an active sun (1969, M K 900 
MV) was taken for the calculations. M is the force field parameter as used 
in the parameterization of the GCR spectra by Castagnoli and Lal [10]. The 
influence of solar modulation onto primary and secondary GCR particle spec­
tra and consequently onto production rates in meteoroids was investigated 
performing independent MC calculations for the 1965 and 1969 primary spec­
tra. The results describe the sensitivity of the production rates of dif­
ferent cosmogenic nuclides to changes in the GCR spectrum and allow for a 
discussion of the constancy of GCR fluxes in the past. A detailed analysis 
of the 26Al and 53Mn depth profiles in Apollo-15 drill-cores yielded a mean 
integral flux of primary GCR protons at 1 A.U. with energies above 10 MeV 
2of 3.63 crn- s-l (e.g. fig. 1), which is equivalent to a mean GCR p-spec­
trurn with a force field parameter M = 470 MeV during the last 10 Ma. From 
an analysis of 26Al and 53Mn in Knyahinya a GCR-flux gradient of 10 % be­
tween 1 A.U. and the meteoroid orbits was derived. 
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Fig. 1: Experimental depth profile of 53Mn in Apollo-15 drill core [11] and 
a theoretical depth profile calculated with an integral flux of 
2primary GCR protons at 1 A.U of 3.63 crn- s-l . Galactic 4He-nuclei 
are considered as described in the text. 
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The particle spectra in meteoroids as well as the depth and size dependen­
ces of integral particle fluxes are strongly different for protons and 
neutrons, the latter being the dominant species (compare [6, 8]). The high­
est n-fluxes were found for meteoroid radii of 65 em, while the p-fluxes 
show a maximum at radii around 30 em. While the results for meteoroids are 
in contrast to earlier calculations, the data obtained for the lunar sur­
face [9] agree well with those reported earlier by Armstrong and Alsmiller 
[12]. A detailed survey on the particle spectra and fluxes is given and the 
influences of the chemical composition of the irradiated body on primary 
and secondary particle fields are quantitatively described. 
. . 26 53 20 21 22Up to now, depth prof~les for the product~on of AI, Mn and ' , Ne 
have been calculated for stony meteoroids with radii up to 65 em, for the 
lunar surface and for an iron meteorite with 40 em radius. Exemplarily, in 
figs. 2 - 4 the depth and size dependence of the production rates of 26Al , 
53Mn , and 21Ne in L-chondrites are presented. Fig. 5 gives the 22Ne /21Ne 
isotope ratio as function of depth and size for L-chondrites. The results 
are compared with experimental depth profiles and discussed with respect to 
the depth and size dependences of elementary production rates, production 
rate ratios and average production rates of different meteoroid classes. 
References: [1] P. Cloth et al., JUEL - 2203 (1988). [2] R. Michel et al., 
Nucl. Instr. Meth. Phys. Res. B16 (1985) 61 and B42 (1989) 76. [3] D. Ayl­
mer et al., Jul-2130 (1987). [4] R. Michel et al., LPSC xx (1989) 693. [5] 
R. Michel et al., The Analyst 114 (1989) 287. [6] M. Blann, J. Bispling­
hoff, UCID-19614 (1982) and M. Blann, priv. comm. (1987). [7] R. Michel, H. 
Lange, Prediction of Thin-Target Cross Sections of Neutron-Induced Reac­
tion~ up to 200 MeV, this report. [8] P. Dragovitsch et al., Applications 
of the HERMES Code System in Meteoritics, this report. [9] G. Dagge et al., 
Studies of the Cosmic Ray Induced Gamma-Emission at Planetary Surfaces 
Using Monte-Carlo Techniques in Respect of the Mars Observer Mission, this 
report. [10] G. Castagnoli, D. Lal, Radiocarbon 22 (1980) 133. [11] M. 
Imamura et al., Earth Planet. Sci. Lett. 20 (1973) 107. [12] T.W. Arm­
strong, R.G. Alsmiller, Proc . 2nd Lunar Sci. Conf. (1971) 1729. 
Acknowledgment This work was supported by the Deutsche Forschungsgemein­
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Fig. 2: 	Calculated production rates of 26Al in L-chondrites irradiated with 
an M = 470 MeV primary GCR proton-spectrum. Galactic 4He-nuclei and 
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BE-10 AND AL-26 IN METAL AND STONE PHASES OF METEORITES. 
H.Nagai, M.Honda, Coll.of Humanities and Sci.,Nihon Univ. ,Tokyo 
M.Imamura, Inst.Nuclear Study, Univ.Tokyo 
K.Kobayashi,Res.Cent.,Nuclear Sci.Techn. 
H.Ohashi, Inst.Cosm.Ray Res. ,Univ.Tokyo 
,Univ.Tokyo 
and 
Cosmogenic lOBe and 26AI were determined 
stone fractions of meteorites by AMS, 
in separated 
accelerator 
metal 
mass­
spectrometry. The tandem van de Graaf accelerator at the Univ. of 
Tokyo was employed for these measurements by applying the 
internal beam monitor method (1). Enriched 170 was added to the 
sample as the monitor for lOBe and enriched lOB for 26AI 
determinations respectively. The monitoring beam of 9Be 170 - is 
injected in the accelerating tube ~long with the main beam of 
10Be 16 0-. On the other hand, the monitoring beam of 10B160 - is 
introduced along with the 26AI - beam. 
Chondrites, including antarctic chondrites and fragments of 
the Jilin chondrite, and stony irons were processed to separate 
their metal and stone phases. Because of higher 26AI contents in 
their stone phases, extensive purifications for the metal grains 
had to be performed. The contamination levels must be lower than 
1% stone in metals, and small stone corrections can be made. The 
sample sizes were 50-400 mg of metals and ca.100 mg of stones. 
The metal sample size was limited mainly by the shortage of 
available samples. Smaller amounts of the carriers were added for 
metal samples, down to 200 and 500 micro g.Be and Al 
respectively, and the observed atomic ratios of lOBe/Be and 
26Al / AI of the samples were approximately 10- 11 . 
Some examples of recent determinations are shown in Table 1 
(2,3). The fragments of the Jilin are characterized by the 
contents of 21Ne and other products. They reflect the depth 
profile of the 1st stage irradiation, by 2 pi geometry for 8 
million years and the smaller contributions near the surface of 
the 2nd stage, 4 pi for about 0.4-0.6 million years. The latter 
can be estimated from the deepest samples for stable and long­
lived activities and are used for corrections to the net 
contributions in the first stage. These are expected to be 
exponentially distributed with depths except near the surface. 
In general, the following equation, or the equivalent 
expression, can be applied for the statistical estimations of 
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production rates, P ,of various high energy reaction products in 
iron and stone meteorites (4). 
P(A,Z) = f(A,Z)*ki*(6A + a) -k~' 
where a=4 can be used as an empirical term; f is a partial yield 
of product, A,Z ,among isobars,A,; ki indicates a production level 
in Fe target; AA is a mass difference between 56 and A, covering 
A=54--20. This formula has been developed originally for iron 
meteorites. In extensive applications of the formula for 3He and 
4He in Fe, and for the products in the targets other than 
iron, the f value is generally used as a proportional coefficient 
and the equivalent AA can be assigned as an effective parameter. 
The two sets of linear relations are obtained by plotting 
log[p(10Be )/p(53Mn )) vs. shielding index, kZ' for stones and 
metals. An effective AA for 1CBe in metal is estimated at 18 
(and f=O.ll), in a wide range of k Z= 1.8 to higher than 3. This 
is the same as 38Ar and 3He . Therefore p(10Be ) is relatively 
constant, 5dpm/kg, within the chondrite group. For lOBe in 
stones, 6.A=8 (and f=0.12) can be assigned, in the range k'z=1.8­
2.4, as reported previously(2). A smilar relation is seen ~n 
achondritic targets as has been shown in mesosiderites. This 
pattern is extended to the Jilin and to the lunar samples. The 
distributions of net 53Mn and lOBe in the 1st stage of the Jilin 
can be refered to the galactic productions near the lunar 
surface. 
Similar relations were observed for 26Al . Production ratios 
of (26Al /53Mn ) can also be compared with kZs. In the stone phases 
of chondrites of ordinary sizes, the ratios were essentially 
constant at about 0.13. In other words, the 6.A for 26Al in the 
stone phases is assigned to be 3 which is equal to that of 53Mn . 
The ratio of 53Mn /26Al in metals is considered to be the most 
sensitive indicator for the shielding throughout stony and iron 
meteorites r A general relation between two parameters,k 1 ' and k2~ 
is illustrated in Fig.1. 
Ref. (1) H.Nagai et al(1987)Nucl.lnstr.Method, ~~~,266-270; 
(1987) Meteoritics ~~,467-469. (2) H.Nagai et al(1988) 13th Symp. 
Antarctic Meteorites,Jun.Tokyo. (3) H.Nagai et al(1989) 14th 
Symp. Antarctic Meteorites,Jun.Tokyo. (4) M.Honda(1985) EPSL I~ 
,77-80; (1988) Meteoritics Z~,3-12. 
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.\bbrevjations for samples can be refel' ed to the Table 1. 

Plots for ~hondrites are in circle, stony irons in square 

w.i th cross, irons i n closed square, lunar core in double 
c i. r c 1e, J i 1 i n d a t a inc ire lew i t h c r 0 s s, res pee t i vel y • 
.\pproximate formula for small meteorites is 

k ' = 42*(23)k 2 atom/min.kg.
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DErnI PROFaES OF RADIONUCLJDE PRODUCTION IN SOLIDS wrm 2Il GEOMETRY 
K. Nishiizumi, R. C. Reedy·, and J. R. Arnold 
Department of Chemistry, B-OI7, University of California, San Diego, La Jolla, CA92093 
*Earth and Space Science Division, MS-D438. Los Alamos National Lab, Los Alamos, NM87545 
The lunar surface presents, in many ways, an ideal case for cosmogenic nuclide study. 
The surface of the moon has been bombarded by both SCR (solar cosmic rays) and GCR (galactic 
cosmic rays) for a few million to a few hundred million years at the same geometry and the same 
location in the solar system (1 A.U.). The cosmic ray bombardment geometry for lunar samples 
can be determined on a mm scale, a precision which can't be obtained with meteorites. 
Complications are caused by surface gardening and by erosion by micrometeorite impact, which 
change the static production profile . However, the knowledge of these effects, which can be 
gained from lunar studies, can be applied to model asteroid regolith and cometary surfaces. The 
moon is a limiting case for cosmogenic nuclide production since its radius is effectively infmity 
and the samples therefore experience a 211: geometry to cosmic ray bombardment. However, as we 
obtain a more precise understanding of the 211: bombardment case, we also learn more about 
bombardment in meteorites since the lunar model calculations can be extended to them fairly easily. 
The 211: lunar case can also apply to model development for bombardment at the surface of the 
earth, except for the importance of muon reactions in the earth's atmosphere in contrast to the 
importance of pion reactions for a solid body. 
SCR: Production by solar particles (SCR) is conflned to bodies without a significant atmosphere 
or magnetic field, and to a thin sUlface layer « few g/cm2). It is visible in all lunar surface material 
because of the absence of ablation. Other than in lunar material, SCR produced nuclides have 
been observed only in some cosmic spherules and in a very few meteorites. The Reedy-Arnold 
production model [1] fits the experimental data very well in those cases where all proton cross 
section data are available. Presently there is a lack: of low energy (below 100 MeV) proton cross 
section data for production of lone, l4C, and 36Cl. The knowledge of these low energy proton 
excitation functions is needed to pin down the SCR history during the last few million years. 
Figure 1 shows 53Mn and lOBe profiles in rock 68815 [2,3] . The depths of the samples measured 
in this study are the most carefully determined to date. The SCR production in lunar soil has not 
been emphasized in past discussions except for studies of gardening [4], but its integral value is 
useful for SCR studies of production in rocks and meteorites since the erosion problem is 
eliminated (but replaced by the gardening problem). 
GCR: Production by galactic cosmic rays (OCR) extends to a depth of meters in solid matter. The 
most extensive studies to determine GCR production profiles were those of the Apollo 15 long 
core (up to 400 g/cm2). Figure 2 shows lOBe, 26AI, 36CI, and 53Mn depth profiles measured for 
this core [5,6]. These data represent the test for all production models, as well as the constant-flux 
model that underlies them. The Reedy-Arnold model fits the measured profiles very well except 
that a normalization is required to adjust the absolute activity levels due (we believe) to the lack of 
neutron cross sections. There is also a small discrepancy for the 36CI profile due to the exclusion 
of the 35CI(n,y) reaction in the Reedy-Arnold model. For a nuclide produced only by neutron 
capture (such as 6OCo), the depth profile would look very different, with little production near the 
surface [7]. Mixing in the lunar regolith is not rapid enough to affect the profile of these 
radionuclides except close to the surface (-10 g/cm2). The exposure time of lunar soil is also long 
enough to saturate all cosmogenic radionuclides (with the hypothetical exception of4O.K in metal or 
anonhite). 
Each lunar core has a different chemical composition. The production rates from different 
target elements can be obtained by comparing several core samples with different chemical 
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compositions if the samples come from the same shielding depth, because the exposure geometry 
has been precisely measured for these lunar samples. 
Only lunar samples preserve a n:cord of the details of the SCR history and provide accurate 
determination of2x GCR production profiles from 0 to 400 g/cm2. Measurements of 14C, 41Ca, 
and 1291 in long lunar cores are in progress. We need low energy proton and neutron cross 
section data to improve the model. Profile measurements on a longer core (6-Sm) would extend 
the data into a region not yet investigated and provide a check on the model calculations. Obtaining 
such a sample should be one goal of a future mission. 
One limitation of all studies on in situ bombardment effects in extraterrestrial matter is that 
the measurements are "integral", that is, that they reflect the entire history of the bombardment for 
each sample under study. Given the slow evolution of lunar (or meteoritic) surfaces, effects are 
averaged over long periods, in contrast for example to 14C studies of tree rings on earth. There is 
at least one possible way to approach a differential record more closely. This is to collect a core at 
the bottom of a narrow rille or cleft into which material is steadily being transported by gardening, 
but which is more or less shielded from further bombardment and material loss by impact. A 
returned core from such a "sediment" would be a fascinating object of study. 
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COSMOGENIC-NUCLIDE PRODUCTION RATES CALCULATED USING PARTICLE 
FLUXES AND CROSS SECTIONS·; Robert C. Reedy, Earth and Space Sciences Division, 
Mail Stop D438, Los Alamos National Laboratory, Los Alamos, NM 87545. 
There have been several approaches ueed to predict the production rat. of coemic-ray­
produced nuclides in extra.terrestrial matter. The method reviewed here uses fluxes of cosmic-ray 
particles and cross sections for nuclear reactions. It is used both for particles in or made by the 
galactic cosmic rays (GCR) u well u for solar-cosmic-ray (SCR) particle.. The use of derived 
energy spectra for the cosmic rays coupled with crots sections wu fint well developed by Arnold, 
Honda, and Lal (1) in 1961 for iron meteorites. The model was extended to the Moon in 1972 by 
Reedy and Arnold (2) and later to stony meteorites (e.g., 3). It is also the buic approach used to 
predict cosmogenic nuclide production rates in small particles in space (e.g., 4) and for production 
by the protons and alpha. particles in the solar cosmic raya (e.g., 2). 
The basic model. The production rate for a ca.mogenic nuclide at depth d in an object of 
radius R, P(R, d), can be calculated &I the sums over target elements, i, and cosmic-ray particles, 
i, and the integral over energy, E, of 
P(R,d) = EiNi Ej JCTij(E) Fj(E, R,d) dE (1) 
where Ni is the abundance of the ith element, CT;j(E) is the cross section as a function of energy 
for making the nuclide from element i with particle i, and Fj(E, R, d) is the flux of particle i with 
energy E at depth d in an object of radius R. Both the GCR and SCR consist mainly of protons, 
some Q particles and '"1 % of heavier nuclei. For SCR particles, which mainly have energies of 
""10-100 MeV, only the primary particles are considered (2). For the high-energy ('" 1--10 GeV) 
GCR particles, many secondary particles can be made, such as neutrons and pions, and all of these 
primary and secondary particles should be considered in Eqn. (1). Uses of this type of model will 
be briefly reviewed in order of both greater particle energy and increasing target size. The main 
concerns in this model are getting the two key terms in Eqn. (1), the particle fluxes, Fj(E, R, d), 
and the cross sections, Gij(E), for all important energies. 
Solar Cosmic Ravs. Most of the relatively-low energy SCR particles are stopped in matter 
by ionization energy losses (2). The few SCR particles that react tend to produce few secondary 
particles; most SCR calculations ignore these secondaries. As Q particles constitute only ",2 % of 
the SCR, they usually are ignored and only the protons are considered. The main exception is 69Ni 
in the Moon, which is made almost entirely by solar Q particles via the 66Fe(Q,n)&9Ni reaction (5). 
The fluxes of solar protons and Q particles as a function of depth can be calculated quite well 
using known relations for ionization energy loss, and there is little disagreement among authors 
on the SCR-particle fluxes determined as a function of depth (e.g., 2,6). The main problem has 
been the lack of measured excitation functions, cross sections as a function of energy, for the major 
reactions. As the SCR-particle flux decreases rapidly with increasing energy, most reactions are 
induced by particles with energies slightly above the reaction thresholds. For many solar-proton­
produced nuclides, cross sections, especially near thresholds, need to be measured (7). 
Small Objects in Space. In objects that are much smaller than the interactions lengths of 
cosmic-ray particles (",100 g/cm2 ), few secondary particles are produced and those that are pro­
duced usually escape to space. Thus only the primary cosmic-ray particles need to be considered 
for cosmic dust and spherules and other such small objects in space (e.g., 4). Near the Sun, SCR 
particles are important sources of cosmogenic nuclides in these small objects, and, as above, cross 
sections are often the limiting factor in calculating production rates. For the high-energy GCR 
particles, the cross sections for protons are usually known but there are few for the ",13 % of Q 
particles in the GCR (cf. 8). The energy spectra for GCR particles are fairly well measured in the 
solar system but are very poorly known in interstellar space (4,8). 
Galactic Cosmic Rays. The versions of this model usually used for GCR particles in mete­
orites (1,3) and the Moon (2) don't consider these cosmic-ray particles separately in Eqn. (1), but 
combines them, using 
P(R, d) = E,Ni JGi(E) F(E, R, d) dE (2) 
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where the flux term F(E, R, d) now includes all types of particles. The justification for this inclu­
sion of all primary and secondary particles into one term is that primary and secondary particles 
at higher energies (~100 MeV) tend to have similar cross sections while most particles with E 
~100 MeV are neutrons (1,2). For the high energies, cross sections for proton-induced reactions 
are usually used and assumed to apply to other energetic species (e.g., primary a particles and 
secondary neutrons and pions) with the same energies. The scarcity of high-energy cross sections 
for these other particles has been a major factor in adopting this assumption. Thus, in a sense, 
the use of Eqn. (2) is somewhat like using Eqn. (1) with only two types of particles: lower-energy 
neutrons and higher-energy strongly-interacting particles. Because of the great complexity in the 
cascade of particles produced by high-energy cosmic rays in large objects, such as the large variety 
of secondary particles and the huge range of energies, assumptions like those above have been a 
feature of almost all models for predicting rates of GCR-produced nuclides. 
Getting both the flux and cross-section terms in Eqn. (2) have been difficult. For the fluxes 
of GCR particles in iron meteorites, Arnold et al. (1) mainly used measurements of GCR particles 
in the Earth's atmosphere and only considered three fluxes that varied in shape above 100 MeV. 
In extending this model to the Moon, Reedy and Arnold (2) made the flux term a continuous 
function of depth and had the flux shapes both below and above 100 MeV vary as a function of 
a "shielding" parameter. When the Reedy-Arnold model was shown to work reasonably well for 
the Moon, it was modified for stony meteorites by getting flux models that fit cosmogenic nuclide 
data for several meteorites, such as St. Severin (9). This model was later generalized to spherical 
meteoroids of any radius (3), although the flux models and calculated production rates have often 
been poor, especially for fairly small (R ~ 20 g/cm2) and large (R ~ 150 g/cm2) objects. 
There also is often a lack of cross sections to use in GCR calculations, usually for neutron­
induced reactions. This lack is especially true for the higher neutron energies, as very few neutron 
cross sections have been measured above 20 MeV. Often measured cross sections for proton-induced 
reactions are assumed for neutrons. There is good evidence that this assumption of equality for 
proton-ind uced and neutron-induced reactions is not valid for many target/product pairs. In some 
cases, the reactions for the two types of incident particles are known to be different, such as 
24Mg(n,a)21Ne versus 24Mg(p,n3p)21Ne (9). 
Discussion. One virtue of this flux/cross-section approach to calculating cosmogenic-nuclide 
production rates is its flexibility. If one wants to calculate rates for a new nuclide, one only needs 
excitation functions for making that product and can use the established particle fluxes. It also 
can be used for simulation experiments if particle fluxes in the irradiated object are measured or 
calculated (e.g., 10). For SCR particles and/or small objects, it is the main approach for calculating 
production rates. It has worked very well for the top'" 300 g/cm2 of the Moon, although absolute 
rates calculated with the model and the presently adopted excitation functions often need to be 
normalized by factors of as much as ",,40 %. 
The model's limitations are the need for both good fluxes and excitation functions. The fluxes 
for interstellar GCR particles are very poorly known (4,8). The flux models for meteorites are poor, 
especially for small and large objects, and only have been developed for spherical meteoroids (3). 
Applications to SCR-produced nuclides has been limited by the lack of good excitation functions 
(Re+89). For GCR calculations, a serious problem is the lack of cross sections for neutron-induced 
reactions. . 
References: (1) Arnold J. R. et al. (1961) J. Geophys. Res. 66,3519. (2) Reedy R. C. and Arnold 
J. R. (1972) J. Geophys. Res. 77,537. (3) Reedy R. C. (1985) PLPSC 15th, J. Geophys. Res. 
90, C722. (4) Reedy R. C. (1987) PLPSC 17th, J. Geophys. Res. 92, E697. (5) Lanzerotti L. J. 
et al. (1973) Science 179, 1232. (6) Michel R. and Brinkmann G. (1980) J. Radioanal. Chern. 59, 
467. (7) Reedy R. C. et al. (1989) Lunar Planet. Sci. XX, 890. (8) Reedy R. C. (1989) Lunar 
Planet. Sci. XX, r:88. (9) Reedy R. C. et al. (1979) Earth Planet. Sci. Lett. 44,341. (10) Michel 
R. et al. (1986) Nucl. Instrum. & Methods B16, 61. * Work supported by NASA and done under 
the auspices of the US DOE. 
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One of the most commonly used approaches for predicting the production rates of nuclides 
made by galactic-cosmic-ray (GCR) particles in extraterrestrial matter (1) is one that uses fluxes 
of cosmic-ray particles and cross sections for nuclear reactions. This use of GCR-particle fluxes 
coupled with cross sections was first developed by Arnold, Honda, and Lal (2) in 1961 for iron 
meteorites, then was extended to the Moon in 1972 by Reedy and Arnold (3) and later to stony 
meteorites (e.g., 4). This family of models has worked well, but one of their limitations is the lack 
of good measured cross sections for the production of many nuclides. This lack of cross sections for 
GCR-induced reactions is also a problem for the approach of using theoretically calculated particle 
fluxes in studies of artificially or naturally irradiated targets (e.g., 5). Needed cross sections for 
solar-proton calculations were presented in (6). 
In this approach (2,3), the production rate for GCR particles making a cosmogenic nuclide at 
depth d in an object of radius R, P( R, d), is calculated as the sum over target elements, i, and the 
integral over energy, E, of 
P(R,d) = ~; N; J (1;(E) F(E,R,d) dE (1) 
where N; is the abundance of the ith element, (1;(E) is the cross section as a function of energy 
for making the nuclide from element i, and F(E, R, d) is the flux of GCR particles with energy E 
at depth d in an object of radius R: The primary particles in the GCR consist mainly of protons, 
",13 % Q particles, and ",1 % of heavier nuclei (7). From the high-energy ('" 1-10 GeV) GCR 
particles, many secondary particles can be made, such as neutrons and pions. All of these primary 
and secondary particles should be considered in the flux and cross-section terms of Eqn. (1). The 
main concerns in applying this model have been getting the two key terms in Eqn. (1), the GCR 
particle fluxes, F(E, R, d), and the cross sections, (1;(E), for all important energies. This type of 
model and some weaknesses in the flux models are reviewed in another paper presented at this 
Workshop (8). Below is discussed the need for cross sections for use in calculating rates for the 
GCR production of cosmogenic nuclides. 
At high energies (E ~ 100 MeV), cross sections for proton-induced reactions are usually used 
and assumed to apply to other energetic species (e.g., primary Q particles and secondary neutrons 
and pions) with the same energies, mainly because of the scarcity of high-energy cross sections for 
these other particles. At energies below a few hundred MeV, cross sections for neutron-induced 
reactions are used in Eqn. (1), as neu trons are the dominant particle at such energies because lower­
energy charged particles are fairly rapidly stopped by ionization energy losses (3). The energy above 
which neutrons cease being over ~50 % of all particles depends on the depth and the target's size 
DJ.t is "'200-400 MeV (2,9) for deep in large objects. 
In the discussions below, it is usually assumed that existing measurements are correct or 
that the measurement uncertainties are not too large. However, a few old measurements may be 
incorrect, for example the beam flux was poorly monitored. In some cases, the product of interest 
might not have been quantitatively separated from the target, as was possibly the case for the 
l60(p,3p)14C cross sections of (10). Sometimes two measurements of a cross section differ by an 
amount much greater than the quoted errors, for example for 26 Al from silicon (cf., 1) or lOBe from 
oxygen at 135 Me V (cf., 11). Thus it is good to have independent measurements of important cross 
sections, or additional ones if there are disagreements among existing results. 
High-Energy Cross sections. At energies above a few hundred MeV, there usually are ade­
quate cross sections for most cosmogenic nuclides. Except for a few proton energies (e.g., "'200-600 
MeV or ~3 GeV), there are usually several aCCelerators available for such cross-section measure­
ments. Cross sections for proton-induced reactions usually are used at such energies, and there are 
few indications that adopting such proton cross sections is a poor assumption, especially at energies 
~1 GeV. One case where proton-induced cross sections are very poor for energies above 100 MeV 
is for 10 Be from oxygen, for which neutron-induced cross sections appear to be much higher than 
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proton-induced ones up to energies of ..... 1 GeV (11). Another case might be HC from oxygen, 
another example of a very neutron-rich product. 
Usually cross sections at high energies are missing for cosmogenic nuclides that are rarely 
studied. Often this is a case for nuclides for which new measurement techniques have been fairly 
recently developed. Recently, the use of accelerator mass spectrometry (AMS) to measure long-lived 
radionuclides has often created the need for cross section measurements. This need is especially true 
for radionuclides that recently or are just "coming on line" for rat',tine AMS measurements, such as 
36 CI, ·n Ca and 129 I. Often there are few cross sections for minor target elements, such as nickel for 
calculations involving nuclides made in iron meteorites or metallic phases of chondrites. Sometimes 
there is a large gap between energies for measured high energy cross sections. While cross sections 
at high (~100 MeV) energies almost always behave smoothly with energy, interpolations across 
large energy gaps can yield relatively poor cross sections, especially if the cross section was still 
increasing at the lower energy. 
Low-Energy (Neutron) Cross sections. There is usually a lack of cross sections for neutron­
induced reactions. This lack is especially true for the high~r neutron energies, as very few neutron 
cross sections have been measured above 20 MeV. Often measured cross sections for proton-induced 
reactions are assumed for neutrons. There is good evidence that this assumption of equality for 
proton-induced and neutron-induced reactions is not valid for many target/product pairs, In some 
cases, the reactions for the two types of incident particles are known to be different, such as 
HMg(n,o)21Ne versus HMg(p,n3p)21Ne (12), or are strongly believed to be different, such as for 
HC (3) or lOBe (11) from oxygen. 
There are only a very few cases where there are adequate cross sections for neutron-induced 
reactions. These are usually where production occurs at low energies (En ~ 20 MeV) and for 
cosmogenic nuclides with relative short half-lives. Cases where there are a number of neutron 
cross sections include 40 Ca(n,o)37 Ar, 39K(n,p)39 Ar, and 23Na(n,2n)l2Na. Usually such neutron 
cross sections can be found in data compilations like (13), but not always, such as the Mg(n,o)Ne 
measurements of (12). Even in these cases it would be good to have some additional cross sections 
for neutron energies ~15-20 MeV. The list of needed cross sections for neutron production of 
cosmogenic nuclides would be long. The best approach here would be to first concentrate on the 
commonly studied product nuclides, such as 26 AI and 21 Ne. 
The major problem in getting such neutron-induced cross sections is locating good sources of 
energetic neutrons. Two approaches, using mono-energetic neutrons or sources with a continuum 
of neutron energies, should be used. Below ~20 MeV, monoenergetic neutrons often are made 
by reactions involving deuterons and tritons, but when neutrons with E ~ 20 MeV are made by 
such reactions there are also lower-energy neutrons made by break-up reactions. Other reactions, 
such as 7 Li(p,n)7Be, can be used to produce neutrons that are quasi-monoenergetic in that most 
neutrons occur at the highest neutron energy. Above 20 MeV, it is usually hard to get intense mono­
energetic neutron sources. Thus spallation or other reactions are used to get "white" neutrons with a 
broad cm.tinuum of energies. Such spallation sources usually produce high intensities of neutrons. 
However, some mono-energetic cross-section measurements are needed to get cross sections for 
monitor reactions or a few known cross sections for the cosmogenic nuclides of interest prior to 
unfolding the measurements made using "white" sources. 
References: (1) Reedy R. C. (1987) Nucl. Instrum. (3 Methods B29, 251. (2) Arnold J. R. 
et al. (1961) J. Geophys. Res. 66, 3519. (3) Reedy R. C. and Arnold J. R. (1972) J. Geophys. 
Res. 77,537. (4) Reedy R. C. (1985) PLPSC 15th, J. Geophys. Res. 90, C722. (5) Michel R. 
et al. (1986) Nucl. [nstrum. f3 Methods B16, 61. (6) Reedy R. C. et al. (1989) Lunar Planet. Sci. 
XX, 890. (7) Simpson J. A. (1983) Annu. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 33,323. (8) Reedy R. C. (1989) 
this Workshop. (9) Armstrong T. W. and Aismiller, It.r.. (1971) Oak Ridge National Laboratory 
report ORNL-TM-3267. (10) Tamers M. A. and Deli"orias G. (1961) C. R. Acad. Sci. 253, 1202. 
(11) Tuniz C. et al. (1984) Geochim. Cosmochim. Acta 48, 1867. (12) Reedy R. C. et al. (1979) 
Earth Planet. Sci. Lett. 44, 341. (13) McLane V. et al. (1988) Neutron Cross Sections, Volume 
2, Neutron Cross Sections Curve (San Diego: Academic Press). ... Research supported by NASA. 
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I - General Principle of the calculation 
Spallation and fragmentation are nuclear reactions which may 
bedescribed in the well known framework of the two-step lDOdel. If the 
cascade-evaporation model rather well works for spallation, the question 
of fragmentation remains open and the nature of the second step is not 
well understood. However, one generally considers that the second step 
of fragmentation includes an evaporation-like mechanism. This fact has 
an important consequence : Isotopic distributions are very similar for 
spallation and for fragmentation. The uni versali ty of these isotopic 
distributions may also be called complete loss of memory. As noted by 
Hufner (1), it suggests that some process is involved in the production 
of the isotopes where the system has to come to thermal equilibrium. 
Roughly speaking, spallation rather leads to products 
relat i vely closed to the target whi Ie fragmentation concerns products 
with mass Ap ~ 30. So, an important parameter to distinguish these two 
mechanisms is the ratio l':.AI A-,- where l':.A is the mass difference between 
target (AT ) and product (Ap ). 
l':.A( l':.A 
"L 0.4 for spallation and >r' O. 5 for fragmentation 
A ATT 
The principle of the calculation is very simple and includes 
two parts 
The first part consists to fit experimental isotopic 
distributions at saturation energy which is reached when cross section 
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remains constant (6 GeV for spallation and 3-10 GeV for fragmentation 
according to the product mass). 
The second part of the calculation consists to fit 
experimental excitation functions between 300 MeV and saturation energy. 
With all the set of experimental cross sections available in 
li terature, it is quite possible now to exhibit some clear and simple 
behaviours and so to get trustworthy fit characteristics. 
II - Calculation at SAturatioD energy 
As mentioned above, we have to fit the evolution of 
experimental isotopic distributions of independtly formed spallation and 
fragmentation nuclides by a gaussian curve of which the expression is : 
~ = ~M_x exp [-(A - AMax)2/2 S2] 
where ~ is the cross section of the nuclide of mass A obtained in the 
interaction and index Max refers to the maximum of the distribution. S 
is related to the FVHM (Full-Width at Half-Maximum), ~A, of the gaussian 
S = ~A/2. 35 ~",e, ,., is the crass section of the maximum of the isotopic 
distribution at saturation energy (fig. 1 and 2). 
This calculation consequently requires the knowledge of 
three types of data : 
The position of the maximum of isotopic distributions in the N-Z 
plane (AM_X); 
- The evolution of the widths of the distributions (f); 
- The evolution of the values of maximum cross sections (~M.x versus 
AT) ; 
All these parameters have been obtained from experimental 
results (figs. 1 and 2) with a good precision and their variations give 
a coherent description of the main characteristics of the cross sections 
for spallation and fragmentation nuclides. 
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100. =t Figure 3. from Kaufman et al (2.3) gives an 
excellent representation of spallation excita­
tion functions. 
From this figure. it is easy to get several in­
teresting informations : 
- the spallation excitation functions may be 
decomposed in 3 parts : an increasing part from 
threshold to EM corresponding to the maximum 
~ cross section rH' • decreasing part from EH to 
'r ~I k~u 1','0(1.1) Es. saturation energy which is 6 GeV for spal­
lation; at last, a constant part (saturation 
Io II I I I regime) above 6 GeV where cross section remains 
'0 .1 t"IO f, 10 

EDI ~ ,I) l'l 
 equal to 0'8. 
- the value of EM increases with 6A. the mass 
Figure 3: Spallation excitation 

functiL'n5 of different products difference between target and product. 

formed in gold, 
- the value of the ratio O'M/O'S decreases when 
6A increases. It is quite easy to fit these two 
variations. 
a 
( .. b) SCANDIUM l50lOPIC DISTRIBUTION IN V~ROUS 

1:> TARCUS (Ep> 10 C.V) 

.~ {;\l Ag \ 

, (POll 79) '\. i (5CH 76 ) '", 

V, A I MU,I' 1/'-' 1 I " 
43 4S 47 43 4S 47 43 4S 47 42 44 46 48 A 
Figure 2 
£';olution of scandiu. 
isotopic distributions 
lIIith increasing target 
'aSS, Expert.ental points 
are represerrted by e.pty 
ci reJes, 
11 I - Bxcitation functions 
1> Spallation 
~IISHf 
~ 
, 161 
- "0-- Tm 
. : •. .. 14 9 Tb (, 10)
.;
.' 
~ 17t xe 
a 
10 
Co 
R~ 
N • 
'. \ . \ E. /"
. , .  ~ 
,
.... '\ .~\,..-----\: -.-.-~~: 
'o., " \. _---./ Rb ~ 0...... .. •
",- "" - '." -'),..-. ----­s 
'-'- '.... •••,.----- -~.~ I 
.. •.._-- ..-- ~-.
'. "- "".-'-~ - :---~: E• 
h uA<J T. "" 
40 III 120 160 200 240 AI 
Figure J 
V.ri.tion versus target .ass of the 
,.xi,u. of isotopic distribution for 
Nil, Sc, Co, Rb, I ilnd £u nuclides, 
Various sy.bols « /, 0/ etc",) 
correspond to experi.entill points, 
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In summary, the increasing part of the excitation function 
(0,3 GeV (E<EH) can be fitted by the expression 
:x 
= 0' (E ex E 6A0' (E) X -) where O'M, EM and ex are functions of ZT and 
ATEX 
The decreasing part of the excitation function (EM<E<6 GeV) 
is given by 
0' (E) =6-~ E (O'X - 0'8) (E1. 61. ) + 0'8 X 
2) Fragmentation 
PRODUCTION OF ] 1. Na IN U 
Figure 4 exhibits a characteristic 
--~?~--O fragmentation excitation function in/ : 
g which we distinguish three regions :
.--- . ---- ---j 
... ( 0 81 
- An increasing (exponential) part 
o HU 68 
rxp i .. fA. ~8 from threshold to EL corresponding to/ J HA. 81 O'L . This part can be fitted by the 
following expression/ , . _,~L,u_ .. _"~, _ , , _ u _u.~.~,~,,~~,,,~ ~" 
'c 10 100 Ep lGe VI 
0' (....E.) tl0' <E) 
L Efigure 4 L 
Production of 2 4 Na in 
U target, 
where tl is a function of ZT, 6A/AT and (N/Z)p 
- A slightly increasing part of the excitation function from 
EL to EM corresonding to O'M, the maximum of excitation function <which 
is also the value at saturation regime for fragmentation products) 
K 

0' (E) =K +:2. where K"K2 and '¥ are functions of ZT.6A/AT and(I/Z)p
1 E'¥ 
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IV - eoapnri§Qn with experiwsntal results and conclusion 
In this paragraph, we are going to compare our calculation 
(curves) with experimental data (paints). Figures 5 and 6 concern 
spallation products (in copper and gold) while figure 7 concerns 
fragmentation (241a produced in Au). 
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In 	conclusion we can affirm that the agree­
o 
1mb) 
ment is good between this calculation and 
the experimental data. There are still some10 2..____ 

/ 

discrepancies in the transition region 
/ 
~ 
I· 
 (between spallation and fragmentation), but 
0 :: ::." in 	the coming months, these difficultieso tiU 68 Au • P -- N~ (A ~8 " 
will be solved and this calculation will beo 	 ( A 63 
- TillS WORK quite finished and available in particular/ 	
( 
for cosmochemistry and astrophysics appli­0' I , "I • , ,!, I , , 1.1 I I ! I ,I 
. 0.1 . 10 100 EpIG'VI 
cations. 
Figure 1: Production of 24Nd 

in gold. 

(1) 	 Hufner J. (1985) Physics Reports, ill, P. 129-185 
(2) 	 Kaufman S,B., Weisfield M,W., Steinberg E.P . , Wilkins B.D., and 
Henderson D. (1976) Physical Review ~ P. 1121-1132 
(3) 	 Kaufman S.B., and Steinberg E.P. (1980) Physical Review, CZl, 
p. 167-178 
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PRODUCTION RATES OF NOBLE GASES IN METEORITES - A REVIEW; 
Ludolf Schultz, Max-Planck-Institut fur Chemie, D-6500 Mainz 
Introduction 
Meteoroids as meter-sized bodies interact with cosmic radi­
ation during their flight in space. As a result cosmogenic 
stable and radioactive nuclides are produced within the meteo­
roid by the primary radiation and also by secondary particles 
of lower energy. The production rates of cosmogenic isotopes 
depend mainly on (1) the chemical composition of the irradia­
ted material, (2) the size of the meteoroid and (3) the loca­
tion of the analyzed sample within the meteoroid. The two last 
parameters are difficult to determine in meteoritic samples 
because during atmospheric transit a considerable part of the 
meteoroids mass is lost. 
Stable cosmogenic noble gas isotopes in extraterrestrial 
materials are cumulated over the time of irradiation and can 
be used to study the history of these objects. For this pur­
pose production rates must be obtained either via measured 
cosmogenic radionuclides or basic calculations. The production 
rate of cosmogenic radionuclides is equal to their saturation 
activity. Those of stable nuclides cannot be measured directly 
but must be calculated from their concentration and the expo­
sure age of the meteorite. In this paper our present knowledge 
of cosmogenic noble gas production rates is reviewed. 
Absolute 21Ne production rates 
Noble gases in meteorites are a mixture of different 
components: Radiogenic, trapped and cosmogenic gases as well 
as possible atmospheric contaminations. Besides 3He (which 
could be affected by diffusive loss) and 3&Ar (where large 
trapped concentrations mask the cosmogenic component), cosmo­
genic 21Ne can be obtained best. Therefore, this isotope is 
widely used for the calculation of exposure ages. 
The production rate of 21Ne in meteoritic samples is 
calculated using exposure ages which have been determined via 
activities of radionuclides. This is possible for meteorites 
with low exposure ages where the radionuclide is not yet in 
saturation; however, in this case the saturation activity is 
needed and must be taken from other meteorites. Furthermore, 
an exposure age can be calculated if a radioactive and a 
stable cosmogenic nuclide are measured and the production rate 
ratio of these two nuclides is known from other sources. This 
method yields good results for isotope pairs like 4°K-tlK 
or 81Kr-&2Kr. 
A summary of 21Ne production rates has been given recent­
ly by Eugster [1]. Absolute values for production rates in 
stone meteorites of L-group chemistry can be divided into two 
groups: While 26Al-derived rates group around O.47xlO-& 
ccSTP/gMa those calculated from other radionuclides are found 
between 0.30 to 0.33 x lO-8ccSTP/gMa. The reason for this 
discrepancy is not known. 
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Shielding corrections 
Due to the size and depth effect ("shielding"), the ZlNe 
production rates can vary by more than a factor of two within 
a single meteorite. For stony meteorites with considerable Mg 
contents the cosmogenic 2zNe/ 21 Ne ratio has been applied 
as a shielding parameter, which, however, cannot account for 
both factors, size and depth. It should be kept in mind that 
the use of this ratio as shielding correction still gives pro­
duction rates with uncertainties of ~ 20%, which, for extreme 
shielding (1.07 < 22Ne/ Z1 Ne > 1.20), might be even higher. 
Commonly used is the shielding correction formula of the 
production rate of 21Ne P(21) given by Nishiizumi et al. 
[ 2] : 
P(21) = P(21)1 .11F[21.77(22Ne/ 21 Nel - 19.32]-1 
with P(21)1.ll as the 2lNe production rate under the 
shielding condition given by 22Ne/ 21 Ne = 1.11 and F a cor­
rection factor for different chemical compositions. 
Chemical composition 
Elemental production rates are needed to account for the 
different chemical composition of meteorite groups. In meteo­
rites such production rates are obtained by analyzing mineral 
separates with different chemical composition from one meteo­
rite. The dependence of the average production rate of 21Ne, 
P(21), as function of the concentration of the for Ne-pro­
duction important elements is (e.g. [3]): 
P(21) = 1.63[Mg] + 0.6[All + 0.32(Si) + 0.22(S] + 0.33(Fe+Ni] 
«X] - weight fraction of element X). 
This production rate, however, depends also on the bulk 
composition of the meteorite because a meteorite with high 
concentrations of FeNi has higher production rates for iso­
topes which are mainly produced by low-energy secondary par­
ticles [4]. The higher multiplicity for the production of 
secondary neutrons from elements like Fe as compared to 0 or 
Si is the reason and limits the value of a production rate 
formula as gi ven above. 
In summary: The calculation of precise cosmic ray exposure 
ages from stable cosmogenic nuclides is limited. This is due 
to differences of absolute production rates calculated from 
different radionuclides. Furthermore, equations used for 
shielding corrections and adjustments to different chemical 
compositions are approximations only. 
References: [ 1] o. Eugs ter, Geochim. Cosmoch im. Acta g, 1649, 
1988. [2] K. Nishiizumi, S. Regnier and K. Marti, Earth 
Planet. Sci. Lett. QQ, 156, 1980. (3] L. Schultz and N. 
Freundel, In Isotopic Ratios in the Solar System (eds. CNES), 
27, 1985. [4] F. Begemann and L. Schultz, Lunar Planet. Sci. 
XIX, 51, 1988. 
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EVOLUTIOli OF METBORITIC BODIES IN SF'ACE; G.K .Ustino­
va, V.A.Alexeev, and A.K.Lavrukhina; Vernadsky Institute 
of Geochemistry and Analytical Chemistry, USSR Academy of 
Sciences , Moscow, 117975 USSR 
Determination of the p re -atmospheric sizes of meteo­
rites by using the depth profiles of cosmogenic radionuc­
lides allows to evaluate the ave r age sizes of the meteo­
rites for different time periods before their fall to the 
earth according to the half-lives of these radionuclides 
(1).Namely, short-lived radionuclides give us information 
about the sizes of meteorites just before their entering 
to the earth atmosphere, while stable cosmogenic isotopes 
as well as tracks characterize the average sizes of meteo­
rites for all cosmic age. Such approach allows to investi­
gate the evolution of the meteorites in space and their 
complex radiation history. 
The pre-atmospheric sizes of some stony meteorites 
have been investigated. The average sizes of t he chondri­
tes Bruderheim, Innisfree, Mal akal, Peace River and St. 
Severin turned out constant over at least ~6 million 
years. On the contrary, the average sizes of the chondri­
tes Harleton and Gorlovka for the last "'400 years and 
those of the Ehole chondrite for the last "'8 years we r e 
less of their average sizes for the last'" 6 million years. 
In the case of the other chondrites under consideration 
the results are uncertain due to the large range of the 
errors, and higher precision of the measurements of radio­
activity of the radionuclides is required to elucidate t h e 
evolution of these chondrites. 
(1) Ustinova G.K., Alexeev V.A., and Lavrukhina A.K.( 1988) 
Geokhimia, No.10, p.1379-1395. 
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s.VOlt, 1lu1sen U8iver,ity, Department of Clacmi,lry, New BruD,wick, NJ 08903 
The production rate of cosmogenic nuclides depends systematically on size and depth, usually referred 
to as ·shielding", and on composition of meteorites. The variation allributed \0 sbielding and 
compositional effects are ordinarily considered in relation to the average values for a group of 
meteorites. Accordingly, first tbe ways in which these average production rates are obtained will be 
discussed, followed by the elaboration on the variations. 
Melhod, for Determining Average Production Kale, Under a constant cosmic ray 
b(\mbardment, tbe activity of a cosmogenic radionuclide in a freshly exposed meteoroid will grow 
according to the relation P = PoO-c''') where I is the decay constant, t the exposure agc and Po i~ thc 
production rate . P can be measured and in tbe limit of It > > 1 its value approaches tbe production rate. 
The determination of Po thus requires tbat P is measured in meteorites known to bave large exposure ages. 
A priori, it is not known wether a particular meteorite satisfies this condition. fuse and Anders /1969] 
solved the problem by plolling the radionuclide contents (~Al) of many meteorites against their contents 
of a stable cosmogenic nuclide CINe) . The asymptotic, horizontal level of the plot gave an average 
production rate for the isotope ~AI, P~. 
This approach can be generalized so as to yield both the production rate of a radionuclide and that 
of a stable isotope by setting t equal to S/P,_ Here S is a measurable, stable cosmogenic nuclide content 
(t .g. 21NI::) and P, is its average production rate / H am pel et aI., 1980; Moniot et aI., 1988]. The da ta can 
then be fit with a two-parameter (P, and Po) curve of the form given above. 
Another method for the determination of production rates is based on measurements of cosmogenic 
kry pton isutopes /Nishiizumi et aI., 1980; Schultz and Freundel, 1985]. As the element krypton has a long­
lived rl1diuisotope e 'Kr, t'/2 = 0.2 Ma), an age can be calculated from the measurement of8lKr and of one 
stable cosmogenic Kr isotope such as 83Kr. The measurement of other cosmogenic krypton isotopes (80Kr 
and s'Kr) makes it possible to correct for shielding effects on the 8lKrrKr production rate ratio . The net 
result, a ., Kr IKr age , can be used to obtain production rates for other nuclides from the equa tions given 
above. Eugster 11988J gives a detailed discussion of this important method . 
Average Production Rates in Stony Meteorites - Eugster (1988) has used 8lKr IKr ages to obtain 
dvC'fage production ratt's for stable noble gases in certain stony meteorite classes. He also compiles 
pr"duction fattS derived from other methods. With one important exception, they agrec within ± 10%. 
I he set of produdion rat(;~ based on 26Al fitling described above is about 50% higber then for the other 
methods. The reason for this discrepancy is not known; it may originate in unrecognized need for 
shitlding currections or that the ga~es accumulated only during the most recent period of exposure to 
(,)~mIC rays. TabJt ] presents the average radionuclide produclion rates observed in meteoriles. 
Tbe mean production ra te~ for the long-lived radionuclides 20Al and ~3Mn in ordinary chondriles (H,L 
aDd LI.. chondrite~) are averages of 200 and 100 analyses , respectivcJy. Nishiizumi et aI. 11980J also 
l(jlJJpiltd "AI and ~3Mn data. They report production rates as a function of the shielding parameter 
.... ,..I '.'" c; (~c:(; aho next chaptt'T). Several studies include estimales of a mean valudor the lOBe production 
ralc. ill ~0mewhat smaller groups (N < 30) of ordinary chondriles. Tbe numerical values agree within 
limm vf error. Tht treatments of Sarafin et aI. [19g4) and Yogt /19g8] allow for shielding effects. 
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The average production rates in eucrites are consistent with expectations based on compositional 
systematics and on calculations. Production rates for lOBe and lOAI in ureilites are about 20% lower than 
in other groups even after allowing for composition. Recent studies indicate that shielding effects 
probably caused this unusual pattern IAylmer et aI., 1990), rather than a change in the cosmic ray flux 
(Wilkening et aI., 1973]. 
Begemann and Vilcsek 11969) derived an average "CI production rate in the metal phase of meteorites 
from their analyses of 22 metal separates from stony meteorites. Nishiizumi et al. (1983] studied the 56CI 
activities in the metal phase of a set of Antarctic meteorites and confirmed the older 56CI production rate, 
which was also adopted for small iron meteorites. 
Aylmer et al. 11988b] 
measured lOBe and lOA I 
Table 1 : Average Radionuclide Production Rates in Meteorites production rates In Hon 
meteorites. The activities 
Class '·Be "AI "CI' ..lea' l>Mn correlate well with the shielding {dpm/kg] Idpm/kg) Idpm/kg] Idpm/kg) Idpm/kg,..] indicator'HerNe, as suggested 
H 20 .6 ± 1.0' 56.1 ± 1.0' 22.8±3.1' 434 ± 28' by Voshage and Feldmann 
18.4 ± 1.8" 56 ±7'" 414±50" 11979]. The average lOBe 
L.LL 22.1±1.1' 60.2± 0.8' 22.8±3 .1' 434±28' production rate was 10-20% 
19.8 ± 2.0'J 60 ± 7'" 414±50" lower than that derived byEucrite 21.8±2.2' 93 ± 14' 
Chang and Waenke 11969] fromUreilite 20.3 ± 1.0' 42.3 ± 2.2' 

Iron 4 - 5' 3 - 4' 22 .8 ± 3.1' 23.8 ± 0.6" 350 - 550 decay -counting measurements. 

NotC5: ' activities in dpm/kg metal: ' values for mean sbielding of "Ne/"Ne : 1.11. The measurement of "Ca by
Reh.: 11) Vogt [1988): 12) Hampel et al. [1980): 13) Nishiizumi et al. [1989]: (4) AMS is a recent development.Englert [1979]: 15) Sarafin et al. 11984]: [6) Nishiizumi et al. [1980]: (7) Aylmer 
Fink et al. 11987] reported theet al. [1988a): IS} Aylmer et a1.11990J: 19) Aylmer et al. [1988bJ; PO} Fink et al. 
[1989J. spatial distribution of "Ca 
activities in the iron meteorite 
Grant and estimated a "Ca 
production rate after correcting for terrestrial age. Fink et al. (1989] report an average "Ca production 
rate for iron meteorites based on analyses of four small iron falls. Their result for Bogou disagrees by 
more than a factor of two with one presented by Kubik et al. (1986] . 
Com prehensive listings of radionuclide and light noble gas data are provided by Nushiizumi (1987] and 
Schultz and Kruse 11989], respectively. 
Depth and Size Dependence of Production Rates - Variations of 5-30% from the average 
production rate values occur regularly in meteorites because the samples come from different depths in 
bodies of various sizes. To attain a precission of 10% in an exposure age, one must allow for these 
variations. The depth and size dependence of the production of many cosmogenic nuclides have been 
investigated in great detail during the last decade. 
Direct measurements of the depth are impossible as ablation removes an unknown part of material 
from the meteorite during its passage through the earths atmosphere . In certain cases, the depth at which 
a sample was irradiated can be estimated from the densities of nuclear tracks, trails of irradiation damage 
induced by heavy cosmic ray particles in dieelctric media such as pyroxenes. Track determinations have 
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been used to establish the depth scales for cosmogenic nuclide profiles [Bhandari et aI., 1980]. Relative 
sample depths in large meteorites can also be obtained from measurements of cosmogenic radionuclides 
produced by thermal neutrons, e.g. 6OCO. 
For ordinary chondrites the cosmogenic l'lNerNe ratio serves widely as shielding indicator [Eberhardt 
et aI., 1966; Graf et aI., 1990]. The ratio decreases with increasing depth and size as secondary particle 
production enhances the imporlanceof thelAMg(n,atNe reaction. By plottingvariouscosmogenic nuclide 
contents against the 2lNerNe ratio, a number of correlations have been established that serve as a basis 
for shielding corrections [e.g. Englert, 1979; Nishiizumi et aI., 1980]. Unfortunately, observations and 
theoretical calculations show that production rates are not uniquely determined by the 22Net'Ne ratio. 
Voshage (1984] discusses the use of empirical shielding monitors, especially the 'HerNe ratio for iron 
meteorites . 
Table 2 provides a compilation of production rates of long-lived cosmogenic radionuclides in 
meteorites of various sizes. Median production rates are provided where meteorites revealed no 
detectable variation with depth, production rate ranges are given for those where a depth dependency was 
experimentally verified. Some detailed comments follow. . 
Small Stones: For 
cosmogenic radionuclides, 
Table 2: Production Rates of Long-Lived Radionuclides in Meteorites no significant variation of 
of oifferent Preatmospheric Radii. GCR production rates with 
depth has yet bee.n seen in a 
meteorite with a radius less 
Meteorite Class Radius "Be "AI "CI' "Ca' "Mn 
than 15 cm. Small[em] [dpm/kg] [dpm/kgJ [dpm/kg] [dpm/kg] [dpm/kgp,] 
variations must exist, 
Madhipura L 6.5' 16.8' 40 .2' 295' however, as the 22Ne/'Ne 
L'daipur H4 9' 17.6' 44.8' 314' ra tio correIa tes weakly with 
Bansur L6 15' 19.2' 49.5' 377' depth. The increase inALHA 78084' H4 14' 19.2' 52.9' 360' 
average production ratesasKeyes L6 25' 50.9-68.9' 380-530' 

St. Severin LL6 25' 19.8-28.2' 19.7-23.3' 364-495' the meteoroid radius 

Knyahinya L5 45" 19.9-26.6' 59.7-77.1' 378-537' increases from 5 cm 

Dhurmsala LL6 50" 22.9" 58.9" 379" 
 upward demonstrates the 
Grant Om 40" 2.7- 4.3" 2.2- 4.0" 16.2-18.0" influence of the build-up ofAllende C3V > 55" 19.5" 52.8" 27.2" 304" 
the secondary particle 
Note,: 'activities in dpm/kg metal: . meteorite find: ' corrected for a terrestrial age cascade even in bodies 
of 0.14 Ma I,\ishiizumi et al.. 1983J. Ref,.: 11] Bhaltaeharya et al. [1980J: [2) Vogt smaller than 10 cm. 
1191>8J: 13) Sarafin etal. [1985]: (4)Vogtet al. [1986aJ: 15) Cressy [1975J: 16) Englert 
11984 J: p) Tuniz el al. [1984a]: 18) l\:ishiizumi et al. [1989]: 19) Englert and Herr Medium Size11980]: )10] Graf [1988J: 111) Englert et a1.11986J: 112) Graf et aI.11987]: 113) Fink 
Stones: Sl. Severin andet al. 11987]: )141 Fink et al. [1989]: 115) !\!ishiizumi et al. [1986]: 116) !\!ishiiz.umi 
11978J : 117) Tuniz et al. [1984bJ: (18) Cressy 11972J. Keyes had roughly the 
same size in space (radius 
=<: 25 cm) and show depth 
related variations in their 
production rates of about 20%. The correlation of PSJ with the shielding parameter 2lNerNe for each 
meteorite has a steeper slope than does the corresponding multi-meteorite plol. A similar observation 
was reported earlierfor P16 in the Keyes chondrite (Cressy, 1975). Absolute production rates for HMn, up 
to 530 dpm/kgFe , exceed the average value of PSJ (see Table 1) by about 20%. The constancy of the 
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"MnrAl production rate ratio with depth in the Keyes chondrite confirms previous results by Herpers 
and Englert (1983). Because of its shielding independence for ordinary chondrites with preatmospheric 
radii less than 35 cm IHerpers and Englert, 1983), this ratio has been used to calculate exposure ages up 
to about 10 Ma (Herpers and Englert, 1983) as well as terrestrial ages for some Antarctic chondrites (e.g. 
Herpcrs and Sarafin, 1987] 
A depth-dependent variation of the radionuclide lOBe was first reported in St. Severin (Tuniz et aI., 
1984a) . A large increase ( ... 30%) of the production rate seems to occur within the outermost 15 cm. A 
similar observation was reported by Vogt et al. (1986b] for the depth dependence of lOBe in the L5 
chondritc Knyahinya (radius 45 cm, Graf (1988]). 
Nishiizumi et al. (1988) observe a moderate depth dependence for the radionuclide 3<>CI in the metal 
phase of the St.Severin chondrite. The small variation of P)6 with depth in this meteorite helps validate 
the use of 3<>Cl in calculating terrestrial ages in the range 0.2 to 1 Ma. 
Barton et a1.11982] scanned the "AI contents of a 30 x 40 cm slab from the H6 chondrite Estacado. 
The 16AI profiles have flat maxima in the center ("" 60 dpm/kg) with reductions of about 30% toward the 
edges. The results are consistent with calculations that assume a pre-atmospheric radius of 35 cm. 
Large S I on e s: As mentioned above, P 10 in Knyahinya increases most steeply in the outermost 15 
to 20 cm, whereas the production rate remains constant at greater depths. The absolute lOBe 
concentrations exceed the averaged production rate significantly, by up to 30%. Graf et al.I1990] show 
tha t the 10Be/,Ne production rate ratio varies little with depth and provides a new tool for the calcula lion 
of exposure agesfor chondrites. The small variations which doexisl correlate well with the 12Ne/,Ne ratio 
and can be corrected. 
The SlMn and 26A l profiles of Knyahinya [Vogt , 1988] show about the same relative variations as found 
in Keyes and St. Severin. The average absolute level of P16 in Knyahinya is about 15% higher than thai 
found in any other depth profile study. At its maximum P 16 reaches almost 80 dpm/kg. Within 10 cm or 
so of the center of the meteorite the profiles of 16Al and ~)Mn gradually flatten out; there is even a hint that 
the maximum in the profile has been passed (Vogt, 1988). 
A search in the LL6 chondrite Dhurmsala, (radius"" 50 cm) yielded no firm evidence for variations 
of the radionuclide production rales due to shielding (Englert et aI., 1986]. The significance of this study 
i5. somewhat limited, as all data were derived from a one-kg specimen. The high shielding depth of this 
specimen, however, suggests that average production rates for radionuclides decrease in meteoroids with 
radii greater than about 45 cm, the size of Knyahinya. 
Average radionuclide contents in the carbonaceous chondrite Allende (radius> 55 cm) are consistent 
with this conclusion. The levels of the production rate are similar to average values from ordinary 
chondrites (Table 1) after allowance is made for the effects of composition. Surprisingly, the lOBe and 16Al 
contents vary not at all with depth, even in the outermost regions. The contents of the neutron-induced 
isotopes 3<>Cl and 6OCO show the expected trends, i.e. activities increase with depth. 
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JrOil Meteorites: Systematic variations of light noble gases in iron meteorites were extensively 
studied by Signer and Nier [1960, 1%2] and Voshage le.g.1984]. Graf et al. (1987] report new 
measurements of the spatial distribution of the light noble gases and radionuclides lOBe and l~AI in a slab 
of theiron meteorite Grant. The radionuclidesindicate that production rates decrease by about 25%from 
the edge to the center and correlate well with the shielding indicator 'He/"Ne. More surprisingly came 
the depth independence of the lOBe/" Ne production rate ratio, which can be used to obtain bet ter exposure 
ages for iron meteorites, as well. The activities are lower than the averages in iron meteorites (Table 1), 
perhaps because Grant's terrestrial age and/or shielding. 
Composition Dependence of Production Rates - Production rates depend appreciably on the 
absolute abundance of the target elements from which the isotopes are made. This dependence is 
reflected in the variation of average production rates among meteorite classes (Table 1). Even within one 
meteorite class, the target element concentrations may vary 10% in very small samples (mg range). Any 
reasonably precise calculation of exposure ages takes composition into account. 
Estimates of elemental production rates are usually obtained by regression methods. For data, one 
turns either to analyses of several meteoriteswith diff erent composition or to several minerals from single 
meteorites. Studies of elemental production rates for uAI [Fuse and Anders, 1969; Cressy, 1971; Hampel 
et aI., 1980] and lOBe [Moniot et aI., 1988]. 
By analyzing certain nuclides in mineral separates rather than in bulk material, one can sometimes 
reduce composition-related adjustments, in order to obtain terrestrial or exposure ages . For example, 
nuclear reactions on locally small and/or variable concentrations of Ct, K and Ca in bulk chondrites 
strongly influence 16CI production . In calculating the terrestrial ages of stony meteorites by using the l6Cl_ 
method, it is therefore better to measure l6Cl in the metal phase . 
In carrying out the regression analyses mentioned above, one assumes that the production rate, for 
instance, of 36Cl depends linearly on the concentration of CI, K, Ca etc .. In fact, the development of the 
secondary cosmic ray flux tha t is responsible for much 36CI production should reflect to some extent the 
composition of the matrix. Thus, a meteorite richer in iron may develop a secondary flux with more low­
energy neutrons. If so, the production rate of l6CI attributable to Ct, P 36/g CI, could changefrom meteorite 
to meteorite. Begemann and Schultz (1988] argue for just such an effect for the isotope 38Ar in 
mesosiderites and in other meteorites as well. Curiously, P~3 in irons and in stones seem comparable . 
Multi pie Exposure Histories and Cosmic Ray Flux - Frequen tly, the exposure ages calculated by 
different methods disagree and the measured cosmogenic nuclide contentsform pattern that differs from 
those observed in any well-studied meteorite. Under these circumstances, multiple episodes of exposure 
(complex irradiation history) or temporal and spatial variations of the cosmic ray flux in the past may be 
invoked to explain the disparities. 
Complex Hisl ori e s : Complex irradion histories can be divided into two groups according wether 
the first stage(s) occured well before, or just prior to, the most recent one. The case of multiple exposures 
that are regarded as separated in time is dicussed in detail by e .g. Caffee et al. [1988]. The second case, 
complex recent irradiation histories of meteoroids may be quite commen [e.g. Wetherill, 1985] and has 
been suggested for about 30% of the iron meteorites [Schaeffer et aI., 1981]. Surprisingly, the percentage 
f or stony meteorites is much smaller. It is not yet clear wether the scarcity is real or reflects inadequate 
assessment techniques. In any event, only few meteorites show signs of complex irradiation: Yamato 7301 
and Allan Hills 76008 [Nishiizumi et aI., 1979]; Torino [Bhandari et aI., 1989] and Bur Gheluai [Wieler 
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et aL, 1990). A curious pattern of cosmogenic nuclide contents in Sierra de Mage once ascribed to multiple 
exposure [Carver and Anders, 1970), was later shown to be the result of heavy shielding [Nishiizumi et aI., 
1984; Aylmer et aI., 1988a). 
Most remarkable is the complex irradiation history for the H5 chondrite Jilin (Kirin) [Heusser et aI., 
1979], the largest known stony meteorite. Jilin had a two-stage-exposure [Honda et aL, 1980,1982). The 
eoCo activities in documented samples imply a preatmospheric (2nd stage) radius of about 85 em [Heusser 
et aI., 1985). In this geometry, Jilin was exposed for 0.4 - 0.6 Ma (Heusser et aI., 1985; Pal et aI., 1985). 
A previous exposure as part of a much larger body ( a "21t" exposure) lasted for 6.2 to 10 Ma IBegemann 
et aI., 1985; Heusser et aI., 1985). The exposure ages were obtained from combined determinations of 
lINe, lOBe, UiAI and '3Mn. Unexpectedly, measurements of the lOBe and UiAI activities as a function of the 
depth in the main fragment of Jilin (about 100 cm, edge to edge) indicate only a small increase towards 
the surface [Vogt, 1988). The "CI activities, measured in the metal phase of adjacent samples, likewise 
show a small variation with depth (Nishiizumi et aI., 1989). 
Variations in Cosmic Ray Intensity: Short term variations of the cosmic ray flux intensity 
have been verified through studies of short-lived radionuclides such as DNa and '"Mn. Measurements in 
freshly fallen meteorites showed a significant correlation with the 11-year solar cycle [e.g. Evans et aI., 
1982, 1986) and were attributed to the low-energy GCR flux. 
Long term variations were inferred from measurements in iron meteorites. Irons have exposure ages 
of 0.01 to 1 Ga [e.g. Voshage, 1984]. Disparities in the )6AlrNe and 4I}(j"K exposure ages led Hampel 
and Schaeffer [1979) to the conclusion that the cosmic-ray flux might have increased in the last few million 
years by about 50%. Marti et al. (1984] and Aylmer et aI. [l988b) suggested a possible change within the 
last few hundred million years of about +35%. The variation could be attributed to either an increase in 
the cosmic ray flux during the last'" 10 Ma or an increased modulation of galactic cosmic rays by the solar 
wind 10 or more Ma ago (Caffe et aI., 1988). 
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Different approaches may be used in order to derive cosmogenic nuclide production rates 
as a function of depth inside irradiated bodies of various sizes. One main approach is a 
comparison with simulation experiments through the irradiation of thick targets. In these 
experiments, the transposition of the available beam geometry to the isotropic irradiation 
conditions in space has been obtained in different ways from mathematical corrections 
to rotating spherical targets in the beam [1]. A second type of approach consists in 
evaluating particle fluxes as a function of depth in the irradiated bodies. These fluxes are 
used together with nuclear reaction cross section data to derive production rates. In 
this approach, fluxes have traditionally been derived in a semiempirical way through the 
study of meteoritical and thick target data or of stars induced in nuclear emulsions [2-4]. 
A physical alternative to these approaches lies in the study of the processes involved in 
particle propagation. The transport equations for each type of particles are established 
and can be solved to derive particle fluxes either through the following of intranuclear and 
internuclear cascades by a Monte Carlo method [5-7] or with the use of a deterministic 
computation as in the model presented here. 
1 - Basic features of the model 
Only the main characteristics of this model are recalled here, details being given else­
where [8,9]. Particle losses in nuclear interacti~ns and slowing down of charged particles 
are studied together with secondary particle production. Secondary particle production 
is a fundamental process and its evaluation c~nstitutes a stumbling block to any phys­
ical model studying high energy particle propagation inside solid matter. Due to the 
lack of data in this field, this evaluation has been performed through the use of results 
from intranuclear cascades calculations (see section 2). Different types of particles can be 
taken into account (we have so far considered protons and neutrons) and the simultaneous 
solution of the linked transport equations is achieved through iterations. Two different 
deterministic methods have been developped in order to solve these equations. The first 
one is based on the characteristics method and consists in solving the transport equation 
along a line corresponding to the trajectory of the particles inside the meteoritical matter. 
The distance between two points of the mesh may become large with regards to the range 
for protons: this limitates the use of this method at energies above ~ 300 MeV. The 
second method is based on the diamond numerical scheme and does not suffer from this 
limitation. The results obtained with this method being still preleminary, only results 
obtained with the characteristics method in iron spheres of various radii will be presented 
here. 
Production rates as a function of depth inside spherical meteoroids are derived from 
the particle fluxes with the use of spallation reactions cross sections (see section 2): neu­
trons have so far been treated simultaneaously with protons due to the data available in 
the energy range considered. 
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2 - Nuclear data used as input 
(aJ Secondary particle production: Monte Carlo intranuclear cascades calculations 
allow to estimate the total number of protons and neutrons produced per reaction (1I) as 
a function of the type of incident particle and of its energy (E'). They also allow to derive 
the energetic and angular spectrum of the emitted particles (Fig. 1). Results from the 
HETC code have been shown to stand satisfactorily comparison with experimental data 
[10]. The estimation of the energy spectrum of the emitted particles is of great incidence 
over the derived fluxes as it is clearly very different to distribute the incident particle 
energy over a bunch of secondaries or to have a few fast ones taking most of it. This 
spectrum can be described as a function K E-f3(E') where E is the energy of the emitted 
particles. The value of K is obtained from the normalization: J:: K E-f3(E')dE = 1, 
where Eo is the lower energy cutoff used for the computation. An estimation of !3(E') 
can been obtained from the total energy taken out by the different types of emitted 
particles which is a side result of the Monte Carlo code: J:: lI(E')KE-f3(E') EdE = q(E') 
where q(E') is the total amount of energy taken away by the secondary particles. From 
lI(E') and q(E') for emitted neutrons and protons both from proton and neutron induced 
reactions, we have derived f3(E') for the same four cases (Fig. 2). 
(b) React£on cross sect£ons: The production cross sections clearly constitute the ma­
jor source of uncertainty over the computed production rates. We have used exp0rimental 
data whenever available and results from semiempirical formulae elsewhere. The formu­
lae used are from Silberberg and Tsao (see [11] and references therein). The "adopted 
values" of [12] have also been considered. Our adopted values are shown in Fig. 3 for the 
most important reactions considered (namely production of lOBe, 21 Ne, 26Al and 38 Ar 
from Fe) and details can be found in [9]. The whole situation of available cross sections 
is currently changing as new set of data become available [13,14]. 
3 - Application to meteoritical data 
Production rates have been computed at various depths in a set of spheres having the 
chemical composition of the iron meteorite Grant and with radii ranging from 30 to 60 cm. 
Productionratiosof 2GAI (P2G ) and 2lNe (P2 d versus lOBe (P lO ) are shown in Fig. 4 (each 
dot corresponds to different shielding conditions). Only the 35 cm radius sphere and the 
two extreme points of the set are represented in the case of 26 AI: P26 = (0.70 ± 0.13)P21 
close to the surface of objects. Data from Graf et al. [15] for P26 and PlO in Grant are 
also shown: the covered range is very similar but the data are mostly located in the part 
corresponding to the outer region of the sphere. This may either mean that the most 
shielded samples have not been measured so far or that the two production rates are 
slightly underestimated. The production rate ratio P21/ PIO = (1.5 ± 0.:3) can be seen to 
remain constant over a large range of shieldings. This ratio and the data in Graf et al. 
allow to estimate a 2lNe age of 600±140 Ma in the case of an irradiation by the present 
GCR flux. This age can be compared with the 590±50 Ma estimate from [16] and it has 
been used to compute the 21 Ne and 38 Ar shown in Fig. 5. Computed abundances agree 
with data close to the surface of a 30 cm radius object, but the abundances computed 
with this radius become too low when depth increases. Such a discrepancy may well 
be explained by the uncertainties of the model, mainly geometry of meteoroid, exposure 
duration, particle and nuclide production cross sections and present low energy cutoff. 
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